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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT 

DIVISION FOUR 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, INTERNATIONAL, ) 
Plaintiff/Respondent, ) 

) 
vs. ) 

) 
GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

Defendant/Appeilant. ) 

_) 

NO. A075027 

CLERK'S TRANSCRIPT ON APPEAL 

FROM A JUDGMENT MADE AND ENTERED 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

MARIN COUNTY COURTS 

VOLUME 17 

For the Plaintiff/Respondent: 

Andrew Wilson, Esq. 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
115 Sansome Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 

For the Defendant/Appellant (In Pro Per): 

Gerald Armstrong 
715 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, 
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GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

INTERNATIONAL, 
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No. 157680 

GARY W. THOMAS JUDGE 

JOHN P. MONTGOMERY COURT EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

ELAINE PASSARIS REPORTER 

For the Plaintiff: 

Andrew Wilson, Esq. 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 

115 Sansome Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 

For the Defendant (In Pro Per): 

Gerald Armstrong 
715 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
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Attorneys for Defendants and Counter-Clainants 
DAVID MAVO, AND THE CHURCH OF NEW CIVILIZATION 

Gary M. Bright, Esq. 
BRIGHT i POWELL 
5464 Carpinteria Avenue, Suite E 
Carpinteria, California 93013 
Telephone: (805) 684-3480 

irtorneys for Defendants and Counter—Claimants 
DAVID MAYO, CHURCH OF NEW CIVILIZATION, and Defendants 
JOHN NELSON, HARVEY HABER, VIVIEN ZEGEL AND DEDE REISDORF 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
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RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, a 
California corporation, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

ROBIN SCOTT, an individual, 
et al. 

20 Defendants. 
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RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, a 
California corporation, et al.. 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

LARRY WOLLERSHEIM, an 
individual, et al.. 

Defendants. 
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.) 

CV 85-711 JMI (BX) 
CV 35-7197 JMI (Bx) 

SUPPORTING DECLARATION OF 
GERRY ARMSTRONG TO 
DEFENDANTS' AND COUNTER¬ 
CLAIMANTS' OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFFS' AND COUNTER¬ 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER RE FIFTH 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OP 
DOCUMENTS OR THINGS AND FOR 
SANCTIONS 

DATE: June 10, 1992 
TIME: 5:00 P.M. 
CTRM: Hon. James Q. Kolts 

Special Master, 
Pasadena, Hilton 
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45:'’B 

DECLARATION OF GERRY ARMSTRONG 

I, Gerry Armstrong, declare: 

1. I am a party to that litigation known as Church of 

Scientology of California v. Gerald Armstrong, L.A.S.C. Case No. 

420153 (hereinafter the "Armstrong” litigation). 

2. I am familiar with the pleadings and records in the 

Armstrong litigation and submit this Declaration based upon my own 

personal knowledge of the matters contained herein, and if called 

as a witness, could and would competently testify thereto. 

3. Exhibit "A" hereto are true and correct copies of 

Reporter's Transcripts of Proceedings held in the Armstrong 

litigation before the Honorable Paul G. Breckenridge, Jr. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit "C" is a true and correct copy 

of a Supplemental Affidavit filed by myself in that litigation 

known as Toni a Burden v. Church of Scientology California, United 

States District Court, Middle District of Florida, Case No. 80- 

501-CIV-T-K. 

I declare under penalty of perjuiry under the laws of the 

United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct, 

and that this Declaration is made and executed 

May, 1992 at Los Angeles, California. 

GERRY ARMSTRONG 

-2- 
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SUFZr^ICR CCCRT 0? THZ STATE OP CALIPORITIA 

POR TEE CCUKTY OP LOS A25GZL2S 

DEPAilOV.IOrr NO. 57 HON. PAUL G. BRECKZS31IEX3S, 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OP CALIFORNIA, ) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) 
) 

vs. ) No. 
) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 
X3Sf?endant. ) 

) --j 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 
) 

Intervanor. ) 
_) 

CR•/ CUDO 

C 420153 

REPORTERS' TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

Friday, May 11, 1984 

APPEAR.^CSS; 

(See Appearances Page) 

NANCY L. HARRIS, CSR 644 
HERBERT CANNON, CSR 1923 
Official Reporters 

VOLUME 10 

Pages 156 1725, inci. 
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APPSARANCZS: 

For the Plaintiff: PETERSON 6 BKENAN 
BY: JOHN G. PETERSON 
8530 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 407 
Beverly Bills, California 90211 
(213) 659-9965 

-and- 

ROBERT N. HARRIS 
nie Oviatt Building 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 915 
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LITT & STORMER 
BY* BARRETT S. LITT 
Paramount Plaza 
3550 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 1200 
Los Angeles, California 90010 
(213) 386-4303 
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BARRETT S. LITT 
BY: MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 
The Oviatt Building 
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Suite 1000 
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CONTOS 6 BUNCH 
BY: MICHAEL J. PLYNN 

-and- 
JULIA DRAGOJEVIC 

.‘iSSS Topanga Canyon Boulevard 
Suite 400 
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(213) 716-9400 
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Date 

WlTHZoS 

DEFENSE: DIRECT 

ARMSTRONG, Gerald 
(resumed) 
(resumed) 

1565 
1653 

DEFENSE: 

EXHIBITS 
FOR 

IDENTIFICATIC 

DD - Document, re Dive Bomber, 2-11-80 

£S - 3-page letter, Wertheimer to Brennan, 11-17-80 

FF - 2-page letter, Wertheimer to Brennan, 12-2-80 

GG - 1-page letter, Brennan to Wertheimer, 1-2-81 

EH - 4-page letter, 10-23-81 * 1 page, 10-23-81 

II - 6-page letter, Gerry to Cirrus, 11-25-Sl 

JJ - 9-page letter, Young to Sue, 11-18-81 

KX - 1-page handwritten letter, to Sue, 11-28-81 

LL - 1-page letter, vaughn to Karin, 11-28-31 

(u-: - 6-page document 

NN - 1-page document 

00- - Letter, 12-lC 

1579 

1633 

1653 

1654 

1666 

1672 

1676 

PP - Document, 2-16-d2 1666 

QC • letter, 2-24-82 i7o;. 

RR - SCO policy letter, 10-16-6' 

SS - Two cclcr pdctcgrap'ns 

1 > 0 •< 



1 Q A 35-foot ■Ailboat? 

Yes. 

Okay. Kow did that situation with Mr. Parsons 

end ap in litigation? 

A Yes. 

Q And are those litigation records under seal? 

A Yes. 

Q Now were there other records that you found 

under seal that indicated Mr. Hubbard's physical condition u 

until 1949? 

subj ect. 

There is a great number of records on that 

Okay. Now after you found that these contradi 

existed« what did you do? 

A Well, right at this time or shortly thereafter 

ft ion. a mission which is called 

MCCS, Mission Corporate Category Sort-Out, and she was 

going to be having extensive dealings with Mr. Hubbard's 

attorney, Alan Wertheimer, and his tax attorney at that time 

Jim Murphy, both of whom had offices in Beverly Hills. So 

we were at that time in Gilman Hot Springs and it was decide 

^at it would make more sense if we moved into Los Angeles. 

Laurel was to move. I was at some point asked 

to be her second on the mission. There was a mission in 

charge, and if there is more mission personnel, they are 

designated second, third, fourth, fifth, sixth et cetera, 

end I was to be the mission second. 

Q And this was what they called the .MCCS niss.cr 



4532 
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A Right. 

In Addition, mil the top personnel of the 

CMO At that point Also awved into Los Angeles, end they eoved 

all the international «Anage»ent personnel from Gilman Hot 

Springs into Los Angeles, so It made more sense because we 

would be dealing with those personnel and dealing with 

Attorneys to move into Los Angeles. So Z moved at that point 

along with Laurel, and Z sioved in all the aaterials which 

^re from archives, the archives which Z was establishing at 

that point. Z principally had only the materials from 

Del Sol, so Z, moved into Los Angeles. 

Q And the purpose of the move was because of the 

MCCS Mission? 

A Right. 

Q Now, did the HCCS Mission become inter-related 

to the biography project over the next year and a half? 

A Yes. 

Q And did it become an integral part of the 

biography project? 

A Well they were connected. I wouldn't say that 

MCCS was a part of the biography project. Maybe the biograph 

project was part of MCCS. 

MCCS dealt with a number of subjects, one of 

which was the biography contract and the biography project. 

Q Now, what was the purpose of the MCCS Mission? 

MR. HARRIS; I will object. Your Honor; no foundation 

THZ COURT: Well if you know. 

THE WITNESS; The purpose of the MCCS Mission was to 

I n) L 



n 

or up the legal procedures or steps or ■echajiisas 

by vhich Mr. Hubberd could retain control but not be responsi 

for the organization. 

Q BY MR. TLYi^N; Hcw do you know that, Mr. Arastr 

A Because Z was involved in the initial briefing 

and in the correspondence from Mr. Hubbard which were given 

to Laurel and nyself at the outset. 

Z also was involved in a nuaber of Beatings, 

discussions with Laurel Sullivan and similar discussions 

with Alan Mertheiser. 

MR. HARRISt Your Honor, at this point Z will aove to 

strike as a conclusion of the witness based upon hearsay, 

or if not, -attorney-'^privileged coaanunication which he is 

di sc1oiirr^r-%K£i^int. 

The MCCS Mission, the subject of the corporate 

sort-out, involved g»ny ,,attorneys and involved church personm 

who were in liaison with such attorneys in respect to church 

Batters and sorting out corporate church aatters as well as 

the relationship of the founders of the church, and on that 

basis I'd Bove to exclude any further testiswny- in respect 

to that. 

MR. L2TT: Furthermore, Ycur Honor, the church can 

provide documents that show what ti*c purpose of this is. 

This implication — there is no foundation for his stataaent 

statement of what ho recalls. 

If the court wants. can provide in camera to 

the court whatever documents are nejessary to show that this 

whole activity was directed by attorneys for the purpose of 
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d«t«raining the various inter-relstionships between a number 

of different church organisations and the founder of 

Scientology. 

This whole subject natter is wrong. The 

characterization that has been given# there is no foundation 

for. It is inaccurate and it cannot be used as an 

excuse to not begin to probe into this area. 

We are very concerned about this question. 

We are prepared to provide the court whatever aaterials are 

needed. We are prepared to bring the attorneys involved. 

He have sooe memoranda which can be submitted 

to the court by this afternoon on this area# and we just 

don't think it can be gotten into. This is just improper. 

Everything that was done on this mission# this was a mission 

to regain attorneys# gather facts for attorneys# provide thos 

facts to attorneys# get advice from those attorneys about 

how to solve a variety of problems concerning these inter¬ 

relationships . 

This man was an employee of the church at ^e 

time when all of this occurred# and to the extent he has any 

such knowledge, he may not divulge it. He may not character: 

it. 

hr. ELTNN: If L could be heard. Your Honor. 

THE COURT; All right. 

HR. FLYNH: At this point# I have in my preparation 

of the examination restricted it to the briefing with 

Laurel Sullivan which was just described to the court laying 

a foundation for what is going to become readily apparent to 
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A vary iaocrt-ant issue in t^is—lawsuit for the foiloving 

raasons: 

The wees Mission worked together with the 

biography project because the biography project in the 

collection of the docuaentation, particularly documents 

relating to the Hubbard‘>Sxploratiena'l Company Operation 

Transport Corporation, OTS, and a corporation called 

ReligiousjPesearch Foundation, all of t^ich documents or 

most of docuskents Mr. Armstrong collected, basically 

revealed t^at from 

•' MR. LITT: Tour Honor — 

TES COURT: Let counsel finish. 
y 

KrXlitT: Tour Honor, 1 am afraid — if we can have 

an in'*eaaera thihg on this. This has happened before. He 

cannot refer to contents of any privileged conversations. 

MR. FLTNHt- 1 won’t* .Tqujl Honor. 

MR. LITT: Okay, 

MR. FLYKN: I won't refer to any privileged conmunicat 

The sealed documents in part, together with 

the other 98 percent of documents that are in the Armstrong 

Archives which are not herR, basically reveal that throughout 

the period of time that Mr, Armstrong was working for 

Mr. Hubbard, as ho has testified to, and he believed tr.at 

Mr. Hubbard was only making $35,0CC per year from the church, 

as he has testified to, and as he testified was represented 

to everyone everyone that he knew have related to the 

Church of Scientology. 





PLAINTIFF'S? 

EXHIBITS 

76 - Laurel Sullivan Application 

77 - Laurel Sullivan Contract 

FOR 
IDENTIFICATIO? 

3156 

315H 



5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

45.'^8 
I c ■tiie cr.s tc Lc£ Ar.9®'*^'* o..- c 

one to Lcs Ar.ceies. 

I liic soite Iccr.i or.si;. I a-* not fa.T.iIiir w:.t^ 

the::, all from the ship. I nave cone then;. I have done 

probably Ifc or 18 over the vhcle tiif.e I was in Scientology. 

C And who sent you on these inissions? 

j. Well/ there would be a briefinc OiiCicer who 

briefed you and sometimes you would get a chance to talK to 

L. Ron Hubbard or sometiTtes you would not. Sorcetit'cs he would 

send notes down; soitetiines he would do an evaluation and you 

would read that evaluation if you were the one selected to 

go. 

Q And, for example, the LA ir.issicn was to 

rejuvenate brine up the gross incooe of a LA 

organization? 

A That was basically it. 

In that particular case that was one mission 

which was briefed, written by him., briefed by hiir. and 

monitored by him for a number of months. 

20 Q how, without going through all of 

21 all of the Bliss i ens that you helc, at one pen 

22 ! the senior ~ e' s PRC Of L. r.c.-. riubbard? 

23 A Xes. 

W Vihen was that? 

25 ! « n That was in November, 1973. 

25 

1 

I 
c Just prior tc that time had you h 

1 

I zne hubua: c coirr. .unicaticns office? 

25 
i 1 
1 A Yes . 

6^) 5(joV 
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Q Sow, wSi: esser.tiilli '-eri you: dotic-; as a 

senior personal public ralaoicns cfr-cer of L. Ron iioOca:-.- 

A Mv first cuov was co asstst LRH in his activitie 

preduction* And that was strosset routinely as firs^ 

duty. 

Q What does that mean? 

h What that meant was if he went ashore or if he 

conducted any kind of personal or manacement business at all 

I was to assist his with public relations. We called it 

flanking, flanking his production with PK. 

That meant preparing people for his activities; 

sometimes assisting hiri with his production directly; 

anything fror. managexent to photography to fils; scripts to 

public surveys to writing promotions, writing dust jackets 

for books, editing his books or any such. There is a long 

list of different types of activities. 

I alsc had as a duty to stay briefed on all of 

'his activities so that I could flank those either directly 

or indirectly, 

Q Sc as long as you were senior personal public 

relations officer ycu had perscnal knowledge or what L. Ren 

aubbard was ccinc in ccnnecticn with the xanaceticnt cf 

Scientclcgy organitatiens? 

A res. 

Was there a snero story in connection witn 

whether ne was managing bcientolccy crusnizatiens? 

THi C-t”KT; At what point in time, counsel? 

if.ii, bet's tane on bcaro tne eniir fa.s». 
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CCS* i c r.y. Ci.^y. 

_ _.,. „.. L’- ts ’®7b. His* Sullivar.. 
U • i • r**«***» f 

A Yes. Tnere was a shore story that he was 

consultant for OTC. And as such/ gave advice and directives 

to officers of the corporation to carry out their duties. 

£ j 

24 

^3 

25 ! 
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C And was there a public relatior.c ur.e to tne 

outside as tc whether or net he wiis involved in tne nanacenent 

of Scientclcc%' orcantzations; 

A Yes. 

C And what was that? 

A Tnat he vac very much on the management lines; 

that he was doing data evaluations; that he was in regular 

corr-munications with Scientology executives; that, in fact, 

v'crc several pictures of him taken and posted with those 

people to promote that. 

C This is to Scientologists? 

A Yes. 

Q t^cw when X say that was within the organization, 

that was the public relations line? 

A And tc the public. 

Q Now, with rfccarc to gcvern.ment and officials 

of various ports you went to, was there a public relations 

line or shore stcry with respect to what he was ccinc? 

A Yes. 

Q And what was t.hat? 

A That was t.hat he resigned from all directorships 

in 1S*£-:. Had nc direct contact with Scientology crganicaticns 

and often wrote becks cr engaged in his hciOies ci photegrapr.v 

ani that was very much clayed down, his rslationshi?, but 

5*’"*' retained his oositicn as founcer and, cf cou.se, 

gave advice from time tc time. 

C '.'ao that latter public relations stcry true? 

A Nc . 



sen; 

C 

removed f 

A 

Ail roce.r.er a'oou 

Ar.d there were ?e 

that post? 

Yes. The longes 

45^‘. 

f r r ■»' i r d “ 

rt years. 

os o: time wher. you were 

em.oval for an eight month 

period. 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

slams, the 

had a List 

And when was that? 

That was in 1578 and through to '79. 

And what happened then? 

1 was sent to the B?F on the List 1 project. 

What was the List 1 project? 

That was a culling of folders for List 1 rock 

meter read and sec checking to determine if you 

1 rock slam. 

Q What was a List 1 rock slam? 

A Well, it is an agitated motion on 

which indicates that one has crimes against the 

is being discussed. 

the E meter 

subject which 

y.y particular List 1 rock slam, was on myscj.!, 

which was later found to be not so, but -- 

C Who were the subjects on List 1 

A L.BK, MSH. Scientology, Ores, the m • c- 



arr. the'-’ bv new were ere-. 

45^3. 

: r a r. J br.tr.,-’ were w r i b ic be i r 

C’-r procrar.? wb;r: _lb d'.zrrvb er.b issuinc b.bcsc be 

raraoer e.rb . 

Arc berinr br.ab C'iriee cl tisa were there 

progra.-es cr cperaticr.s tc picvenb any prccese servers fro- 

serving L. Son rubtaro? 

A. Yes. 

C Anri wr.ab were these? 

A They were essentially issued to my husband 

at the time, Fred RoeX, who was the port captain or the 

PR person representing the Friends of Norton Karno, and we 

did drills on t.:s staff, how tc handle subpoena service and 

hew tc answer tnat he wasn't there and that sort of thing. 

C And, for example, did Mr. Hubbard have a 

get-away car on the pre.tises? 

Mow, in early 15:C do you recall tne threat of 

a governrcntal raid? 

Q And what was that" 

A. well there hac beer. ^ raid and it seemed that 

the Guardian’s office had intcmation from somewnara tnat 

there was another ra«r. i.----.i:;e:;t, ar.c t; concern was tnat 

tnat timvi our Ssrurit’ in cur Icoaticn was getting tc cc 

cretbv we«_ <ncw;;, »•. . w.. :nerc was catling 

tc be pret: y •-..•11 Xnown, and sc they suioectcO that a larget 

for an aiiacX c." a raid wculu cs lil.oa.n Heu Springs. 

/' 'C\ 
\ I’‘ 
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n;:-c , 7 i:: ..i-J 

u C t . he .1 C ;r c ;■ ; c c ra' 1 — * 1 c n s ac Gllr.ar. Hcc Springs 

that thar lcci<ei like 1C waj r c 1 r. - o creur and tha vc; ’••are 

cc mg to gc or. k 1 r.d of a.: all .crt to han die th.ac 

situacior.. 

Q And whA*. wAb dene to handle it? 

A Well the r.ajor thincj that was cion. >.>i. tc- 

get riii of extraneous .-.letcriai that might be tal-.ur. in th 

shredding project. 

C And how massive a shredding project took 

place? 

A Well, in trie garage there was a to;, of the line 

shredder tht we used to call Jaws which was a mastive machine 

tnat went 24 hours a day. 

There were also tears which buried material 

under the floorboards a.nd in th« grounds of the property 

which lb about a squart: mile, an ex-geif course, 27 hole 

golf course. 5c they v.c;e out digging end that sort of 

thing. 

Q What types or material was curiet? 

Valuacle cccur.ents tnat ws ciCn 

snred cut wnich were sc sensitive tnat t-hey c 

found or seen. 

S-cn as t.~-a Corcncdcre ’ s Messenger -ogs 

the'^ buried' 

A 

Q 

A 

Tes . 

wnat were tbey? 

Tnav were a reccrc ci every creer ne ever gave 



*
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45X5^ 

10 

11 

* ^ 

U 

c.“. -iis sr.Lz ar.d the pericr.'s rsspcr.ss to it c.. a 44““cuo 

tesis . 

C Ariw the crceri wr.tle he was a La Cutr.ts ar.i; 

Gilr.ar. Hct Sprini^s, et cetera" 

A Yes. 

Q Aiid thcsa Comr.odore Messenger orders 

reflected the control raechanisn of L. Ron Hubdard throughout 

that period of tine of Scientology organizations? 

A Yes, in tvo ways, by substance and by pure 

volume. 

What wa:; the volume oi tti 

A Many ledgers, stacXs of ledgers. 

C Approximately how rr.fany people wate involved 

in the shredding process? 

A Well, everyone on the property was involved, 

a:.d at that time 1 bciieve there was about 150 people, 

but people who were engaged in the motor pool and grounds 

were, of course, didn't have very much material tc go through, 

so they weren't involved for the entire time, maybe a couple 

of hours. 

C What were the ground rules or the criteria 

by which cccumer.ts were selected tc re shredded? 

A Well, anything that indicated that L. ?cn Huhhar 

re snrsudeu. 

-- 1 DC yc u '<r.c'- •- r.\ t.tat was . r. 1 s s 
M « 
5U. 

T- i Yeah. It was sc that if there wa s 

-r •_;.ot r.c ir.f r rmatio.-. about r. IS cent: cl cf t.he 1* •« 
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:;“e -ar.ds of r.i-.a cr-rs:ri.';-. 

C A.-.o do yc’o kr.o'w eocr t.^ao had to do with 

inorer.sr.t issoco ar.d rcre;.. ioouco as to who cor.trcllsd 

S 0 i a r. 101 o c rr.o r. 2 v « ? 

M“. HAR.'IS: COjecticr.; ccr.pcund and leading. 

THE COl'P.T: Overruled. 

C BY MR. FLYNM; And incidentally at that rise 

were yoi: familiar with the practice cf the board of directors 

Giving undated letters of resignaticn? 

C And ever how long of a period had you been 

familiar with that practice? 

A Since ar.prcxir.atcly 1974 on the ship. i kr.e 

acout OTC and I had heard cor.r.ents about it earlier. 

C Do ycu hnev whether Xir.a Douglas was the 

cf RHr/ Religious Research Foundation? 

A That has tc dc with — 

THE COYRT; All right then the privilege will be 

sustained at this point. 

C B: MR. F—YhN: New, Miss Sullivan, based cn 

your coservations lo the personal office cf 1. Ren Kuccard 

between 1572 and 19=:, did you chsarve as tc vh.cth er t.nare was 

any corporate integrity to the various Sciantoloev crcanioatio 

>a-i - 010 oos-orva i;, yai. 
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A 

■.r.'J wr.d' ; c i. 3 5 : V 5 

, r . « • a 

':. isi-ec a puilicaiic; 

'r^s. Ar.c ir.sre w«rs ijuilicit.ions frcTi cns 

Guiocisn s Colics. 

Q And were chose essencially shore stories? 

A Yes. 

Q Did all oroanizations do whatever Jtr. Kcchard 

cold whe.“ to CO durinc che period of tinic that you vers 

involved? 

HR, KA-RAli; HOW in the world/ Your Honor/ could she 

THE COURT; Tc the extent you have knowledce/ you may 

answer; tc tne extent you.don't have knowledge you should 

sostate. 

THE WITSEEE: In r..y experience every person in every 

organization rjade their best efforts to fellow his 

instructions to the letter. 

There was, of course/ dissension frer.. tine tc 

time and that person dien't usually last very lone. 

:;cw, I believe you — did ycu give ceth criteri 

t.tat were useu tc determine wnat documents were gcing tc ce 

shredded cr jusu cne criteria? 

1 ~ • bn ' t u i V5 all of tne.... 

; ■.•.hau were tne ct.-.e: criteria? 

A Anv ev.ia.-.ce t.-.ot L.".;: .-.ad leen cn t.tat trtrsrty 
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“har she beliavaj s.":e lasr saw you in 1577/ I t.^.inx it - 

was . 

When did you lasu see Mary Sue KubbardV 

A Lane May 1981. 

C And where did you see her? 

A At the New ot&ni sotcl in Los Angeles. 

0 And what were the circuastances under which you 

saw her at that time/ Hiss Sullivan? 

A I arranged a conierence room for her and .Mulligi 

Kenning Heldt, Dede Reisderf, David Miscavige# Bill Franks 

and possibly one other to discuss some disagreement over the 

MCC5 mission. 

( 2^) 
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c 

A;:d wr.o a;‘tended? 

T.^.cae pecple ar.u pcssidiy one oche:. 

And ad tdid di:r.e wr.at was Bill franr.s' pc«.idicr.' 

i.xecudive uireotsr Internationa-. 

Theoretically, was he the highest official in 

the Church of Scientology? 

A i*es. 

Q In fact was he? 

A No; in fact, he sat with me in the lobby in the 

10 last half of the 

11 
C The < 

12 A Mary 

13 Aiesedorf« David 

14 all I recall. 

15 
C And t 

16 
A Tes. 

17 
Q how, 

18 tiae? 

19 A He wa 

20 Controller . And 

21 through hi: a and t 
MM 

Q And i 

22 
1 people whc were r 

1 i;.. k. - .j - 

1 

1 
A i’e-. 

r- % And B< 

rs» Tes. 
?a 

1 Iihat ' n i 3 ~-a -j! • “ • e r! 



4550 
Ha wcs c;;ief officer of cMc Crte. 

Q Was ic uncerstccc Sy the people presen: tha: he 

was the con-cenioacions link to L. Ran Kuhbard at the ti.r.e? 

J'Jl. understood by this witness, ^feur Honor? 

THE CCUlsT; To the extent of your knowledge of the 

subject/ you may answer it. 

KR. LITT: Your Honor, nay I say that it appears that 

Hiss Sullivan herself did not attend this conference. 

THE COURTS She was part of it. Apparently they were 

outside when other things were happening. 

The question is whether or not Mr. Miscavige was 

the missing link. 

MR. LITT: As the people at the meeting understood. 

But it wasn’t understood that she was at the necting. 

THE COURT: I got the impression that she was there 

during part of it. 

THE WITNESS; That is so. 

THE COURT: To the extent that you have knowledge, what 

was your knowledge on that subject? 

THE WIT.N’ESS; About the link to L. Ron Hubbard? 

THE COURT; Yes. 

THE WITNESS; Savid Miscavige tcld me that there was 

a line to him, but that it wasn't sertething that he could 

originate and make sure tnat cs;t:r.unicaticn got to him, but 

that if materials were called for, he could arrange for 

materials to go to him and requested documents of me and 

oomr.uni cat ions fror. me and even briefing reports from me so 

in foot ire called for, chat they would 
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Ar.d Z die this a nd“eer cf di.r.es. 

Scr.'ieri.T.es it apeezrsd that there had ce**.-. a 

r^spena-? iocauss of adohcridaeicr. tz plans. I didn't actuall 

see a response, but it seemed to r.e that confirsaticr.s wore 

received. 

Q Br Mil. ?L'CUlii Now, was there at that time a 

reason why the location of L. Ron Hubbard, to your knowledge, 

was being kept secret? 

THE COORT: Assuming that this had nothing to do with 

information that you acquired in this MCCS program, if it 

involves that, then you tell us that it does and we won't 

go any further, 

THE WITNESS: There was one reason. And that was — 

well, there were a number of reasons. Some of them involved 

MCCS . 

One of them was to avoid subpoena i.n a lawsuit. 

Q BE .MR, FLTNN: To your k.nowledge were there 

lawsuits going on at t.ne time in which Mr. Hubbard was the 

defendant? 

A :fec. 

C -c you receive ccmmunicsticns from nr. Hubbard 

• « n- ’viHT-5 
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Zzl CCC?.T; I'll- sustain c.te oi^jecticn. _ 

C SY i-LP.. FLl'Ii'N: T.^.en ycu say, ’right now it coesn 

affect what you are doing.’ 

What dees that mean? 

A Well, what it aeanf was that Gerry was going 

about his business, performing his duties and supplying Onar. 

Be was taking care of the documents. They were in 

safekeeping. Ke kept excellent receipts. So if there was 

ever to be any reimbursement for funds spent and then to sort 

out that, this wouldn't be a problem. So he could just 

carry on with his job and let the legal work catch up to 

him. 

Q And this legal was all ongoing to deteraiine who 

worked for who and where the monies were coming from and who 

owned what; is that correct? 

A Tes. 

C Then you say, ’Tcu are working for the CSC and 

supported by SOR belonging to CSC.* 

What did that mean? 

A Well, that is kind of a shore story. 

What it means is that the money that Gerry 

getting was coming from th e Church of Scientology of 

California reserves. 

C Who centrriled these r eserves, to your 

knowledge" 

A A number of pecula had access to them. 

M. ^cn sUMoar^ h..d centre*. 

C Sow, ycu say ic was a shore story; was it a 

Czi) 
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shore shcry sioiila: cc one yri = r.co ci licrow.’; K^rr.c s;.o:e 

soory? 

A Well, in a sense. Sur t.here is also soue 

aspects to it t.hat are part or y.CCS. 

It aa<es it difficult for me to answer. 

Q What are those aspects? 

HAPJvIS; Well — 

THZ COCJI^?: I'll sustain the objection. 

MS.. FLYNH; Your Honor, they introduced the exhibit. 

THE COUHT; Well, that is true. Hut I don't know that 

that would necessary work a waiver of the whole kit and 

kaboodle here. 

Q BY HR. FLYIiii: You say, , .when the new corps 

g’et .set up, you^11 be paid by the new corp. But very likely 

will receive your project funds by CSC.* 

What does chat aean? 

A Well, CSC had a responsibility to supply and 

cooperate with the biography project and so that they woulc 

do sc, as the new corporation ASI would set set up or sene 

siailar nased corporation. 

Q ASI beinc Author Services Inc.? 

A Yes. 

C The sanageaent cenpany for L. Ron Hubbarc? 

HR. iiARRIS: Objection, Ycur Hcncr. 

THE wCCRT; You don't have to keep repeating things. 

1*11 sustai.n t.he objection. 

Tlii WITh'ESS: Ti'.at it was evioencs to ae t.tat is wners 

Gerry wculc go. Hut i.n t.te near.tine, t.hao is where he got 
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45H5 "34: 

THE WITNESS; Your Honor/ could we have the question • 

THE COURT; Read the question, please. 

THE REPORTER; The question was taken by the other 

reporter. Your Honor. 

THE COURT} The question was was David Miscaviqe the 

communications link between Author Services and LRH. 

THE KZTNESSi Sometimes yes and sometimes no. It is 

not — no. The — 

If your question means is he the absolute 

communications link between L. Ron Hubbard and Author 

Services, the answer is no. 

MR. FLYNN; That was not the question. 

THE COURT; Then Z misstated it. 

Q BY MR. FLYNN; Between February, 1980 and the 

present time has he been the communications link between 

L. Ron Hubbard and Author Services Inc.? 

MR. HARRIS; I'll Object to that as irrelevant and 

calling for a conclusion. 

TBS COURT; Well, When did Author Services Inc. come 

into existence? He could have been the communicator before 

that time. 

MR. FLYNN; I'll withdraw it and back up a little bit. 

Your Honor. 

Q Before you were the Deputy Executive Director 

for Author Services Inc. what was your position in that 

organization if any, Mr. Spurlock? 

A Corporate Affairs Director. 

g And when did you take on that post.2 
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A In March of 1982. 

Q And when did you take on the post of Depu ty 

2:£ecutive Director? 

MR. LITT; Objection. Asked and answered. 

Q BY MR. PLYNN: That is February, 1983; is that 

correct? 

A Correct. 

Q Do you know when Author Services Inc. was 

incorporated? 

A X believe it was somewhere around October, 1981. 

Q Did you play any role in the incorporation of 

that organization? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Do you know who the incorporators were? 

A I believe it was Ron Pook. 

Q Was he the only incorporator? 

A I don't know. 

Q Is he currently with the organization? 

A HO. 

Q DO you know who the present Board of Directors 

of the organization are? 

A Yes. 

Q Who? 

A Norman Starky; Fran Harris; John Alcock. 

C Have you ever been a member of the Board of 

Directors of Author Services Inc.? 

A NO. 

g Do you know whether or not those ittdividuals have 
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signed undated letters of resignation? 

MR. HARRIS; It is irrelevant, Your Honor. Object. 

THE COURT; I'll sustain 'the objection. 

Q BY MR. FLYNN: Prior to March, 1982 what was your 

position. Hr. Spurlock? 

A loaediately prior? Way prior? Do you mean — 

Q Within the prior year. 

A Within the prior year I worked for Church of 

Scientology of California. 

Q Zn what position? 

A Investment Officer International. 

Q What were your duties in that position? 

A I had a variety of duties. 

Z was basically an assistant to WOC on investments 

and financial matters. 

Q Did you basically invest the church's monies? 

MR. BARRISt Church of Scientology of California 

monies? 

Q BY MR. FLYNN; Church of Scientology of California 

is that what you did? 

A I didn't do it personally. 

Q You advised as to investments of the Church of 

Scientology of Cilifornia's monies; is that correct? 

A That would be a fair statement. 

Q Were those called *Sea Org Reserves*? 

A Yes. 

Q And how long did you hold that position? 

A From about April, 1979 to Novemberr 1981. 
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Q In November, 1981 what position did you hold 

after Investment Officer International of CSC? 

A I vent to work for R accounts or LRH through 

R accounts to assist in some estate planning matters. There 

was no formal title. 

THE COURT: Is this Author Services now a profit 

corporation or nonprofit corporation? 

THE WITNESS: It is a profit corporation. 

THE COURT: Who were the shareholders if you know? 

THE WITNESS: The employees. 1 don't know the exact 

breakdown. 

THE COURT: What employees? 

THE WITNESS: Pardon me? 

THE COURT: What employees? 

THE WITNESS: Of Author Services. 

THE COURT: Does that include you? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: How many employees does the company have? 

THE WITNESS: 24, 25. 

THE COURT: They are each shareholders? 

TEE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: How many employees are shareholders? 

TEE WITNESS: I really don't know. 

THE COURT: Is LRH a shareholder? 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: Does anybody hold shares in his behalf to 

your knowledge? 

THE WITNESS: No. 



1 

2i2 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

THZ COURT: How about Mary Sue; is she a shareholder? 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: Does anybody .hold shares in her behalf, 

if you know? 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: Any trust that holds the shares? 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: You nay continue, counsel. 

Q BY MR. FLYNN: There is no trust, Mr. Spurlock, 

that holds any shares on behalf of L. Ron Hubbard; is that 

your testiaony? 

A That is right. 
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OUITSS 
M1D0L8 

STATES DISTHICT COOBff 
district OE PLORIDA 

TA&EA DIVISIQII 

tonja bordeh, 

Plaintiif 

V. 

CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY 

OP CALIFORNIA. 

OtfRAlUotA 

CASE NO. 
aO-5Ql-Ciw-TTl 

SDPPLBKKMTAL APPIDAVIT OP GBRRI ARMSTRONG 

1, G«try Armstrong, h.tsby depose under pslns end 

1) I have personal knowledge of policies of the 

Church of Scientology relating to the following facts, or 1 

have had possession of documents and tapes relating to the 

following facts; 

21 on nt .bout s.pt..b.c :B, 1980,,. ...tinj too. 

P1.C. in th. c.d.r. Co.pl.. .t bo. nng.l.., C.llfo.nl., on. 

ot th. cotpot.t. h..d<,u.rt.t.,o£ th. Church o£ Scl.ntolo,, 

o£ Cllfotni., ICSC). Th. ...tin. .tt.nd.d by Ch.clt. 

P.c.ll., IC.P.l, 0.puty Ou.tdlnn toe I,...l, inobl , .t 

.0 oh.to. ot .11 1...1 .ctlvlti.. tot Scl.ntolo.y 

-1- 
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throughout the world and Laurel Sullivan, (L.S.), the 

personal representative of L. Ron Hubbard, a long tern 

senior executive of Scientology and then In Charge, I/C, of 

a special legal Mission, (MCCS), which alssion was seeking 

to conceal Hubbard*! control of Scientology and develop 

BCrateglca to effectuate actual control by Mr. Hubbard 

without incurring legal responsibility. Diet Sullivan, 

junior executive of the MCCS alssion, pursuant to orders, 

tape recorded the meeting. The individuals in attendance at 

this meeting are knowledgeable of the fact that Mr. Hubbard 

has always controlled all aspects of CSC including Its bank 

accounts, policies, etc. 

3) At the meeting, the following exchange took 

place relating to the corporate structure of the 

organization and Mr. Hubbard's |>osltion in the structureT 

This exchange was tape recorded with the knowledge and 

assent of all present* 

L.S. "There is no need for them to b? 
the actual Board of Directors, 

C.P. There's no need at all "for them to 
be the Board of Directors in order for 
them to run the Church, but the authority 
of the Church has to lie somewhere, and 
on some basis. And since the Church has 
always chosen a corporate entity, 
eventually the authority is going to have 
to vest with the Board of D^tecters. The 
only reason it's worked so ''Uhout 
that occurring is because is 

Mill, - - 
T.BH artd have-lflnfll-ea 

1." (Emphasis supplied) 

('7iy) 

-2- 
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4) It was conunon knowledge among senior executives 

of CSC that Hr. Hubbard had absolute control of all large 

corporate bank accounts and that he, alone, had the 

iuthcrity to order withdrawal of very large amounts ttga 

these accounts. Be controlled these accounts through 

varione people, walnly CMO members. Neither the 'OirectorB* 

of CSC nor any other CSC executives had such authority or 

control. This policy was practiced throughout the period of 

at least 1970 to when I left the Organization in December, 

1981. 

5} Hr. Hubbard received ■illlons of dollars through 

a duaay corporation (R.R.F.)r specifically set up to funnel 

■oney to him which should have been paid to CSC by foreign 

cuatosera paying for ’Flag" aervlcea. 'flag' is part of 

CSC. At a strategy meeting on September 29, 1980, held by 

several high ranking senior executives of the Church, the 

purpose of which was to develop legal strategies to shield 

Mr. Hubbard but funnel corporate money to him, the following 

exchange took place. This exchange was tape recorded with 

the knowledge of all present. The following people were 

some of those present! 

a. Charles Parselle, Deputy Guardian 
Legal World Hide, (CP) 

b. Alan Wertheimer, attorney for L. Ron 
Hubbard working with Laurel Sullivan and 
the nCCS Mission, (AW) 

c. Laurel Sullivan, L. Ron Hubbard^^s 
Personal Representative and I/C of MCCj , 

(LS) 

37 

3- 



45r.4 

d. Dicli Sullivan, liusbaiid of Ldutfil 
Sullivan and a j'ji.ior executive on the 
HCCS Misaion, (DSJ 

The exchange waa as followe: 

CP; •Right. That's a very helpful 
exercise. And alao I aay say this, that 
it is very very helpful for LRH to havp 
his own attorneys, l.t. yourselves, 
because for aany years we have been 
Biasing this essential service and we 
have done this exercise of trying to 
think of the way it would be on the one 
side and trying to think of the way it 
would on the other side and it really 
doesn't work very well to do that. It 
doesn't work to represent both parties at 
the sasie'VlBC. Especially if you also 
happen to be a Scientologist and Involved 
in that particular way as well. So, I'b 
with relief representing the Church 
interest and I certainly Invite you to 
represent Ron's interest as Buch as you 
can. I say that RRF, which is as far as 
I aa concerned part of the Church, Bade a 
Bistake when it paid over that 2.1 
Billion. RRF had nothing... We could 

_Bpp j.i e patt of the siaa 
Church, even though they are corporately 
different^"! Bean if anything’ was a shan 
corporation, it's RRF. 

AW; 'As I understand it, RRF receives 
Bonies that would otherwise be due the 
California Church for services rendered 
by the California Church to people 
outside of the country who decide to pay 
the Church froa outside the country. 

CP; 'That's right. 

AW; 'So that's basically right? 

CP; 'That's right. foreign - non-OS 
Scientologists who wish to pay for Flag 
services pay RRF and then go to Flag and 
take the services. RRF was originally 
supposed to hold the money until the 
service was tendered and then pay it to 
CSC. But in fact, it has not really done 
that and so CSC has rendered auch service 
to aany foreign Scientologists and RRF 
has got the money. Fortunately for us, 

-4- 
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RJIP wasn't incorporated until 1973 and we 
are now litigating 1972. So, I haven't 
really tried to uort this one out but it 
obviously is the classic case (loud 
laugh) of inureaent, if not fraud. 

(Several laugba.i 

LS: 'Well, put* 

£i,».aker Onldentlfi*di 'It's all 
privileged. 

DS: 'The tape recorder is going here, 
Charles. 

CP: 'However, as you can see, our 
financial direction is really weighted to 
this solution and it is an ongoing battle 
which I will eventually win because I aa 
the one who has to litigate the case neat 
year and we obviously have to handle RRf. 
The way we will probably handle it is by 
sinply saying it is part of the sane 
Church, in fact. Mow that, of course, 
goes directly contraey to what you're 
doing which is to split LRH off from the 
Church and to talk about the corporate 
integrity of the different Churches, 

■pnfuttuirrcciy, the LnutcHss ao~ndcTrsve 
any corporate integrity. And our efforts 
to give then corporate integrity have not 
hitherto been successful. How when you 
talk around a table like this and there 
is no Internal Revenue agent present, 
(whispered: Z hope so), bugged or 
otherwise, one can work out solutions. 
But when you are a few weeks away from a 
trial and everything you say la going to 
be raamed down your throat, then you have 
to start looking at^whet actually 
happened. And it's very difficult to 
assign significances to things other than 
what was actually being done at the cioe. 
We are trying to say for csaaple the-t 
Flag in 1970 is a part of California 
Church which is probably true but there 
is no docunentation to say that and the 
truth of the natter is that Marty 
Greenburg, the accountant, decided to 
include Flag's accounts in California 
accounts some years later for 
convenience. So the decision, what is - 
the IHS can say and are in fact alleging 
that Flag in those years, 1970 to 1972, 

-5- 



was an unincorporated association to 
which CSC's income inured on a grand 
scale. We cannot point to a document 
which says, "Actually Plag was part of 
CSC during the years of question" because 
it doesn't exist because no one really 
thought of it. So, we have to have a 
different theory of the case which is 
going to account for all facts and 
omitted fActS Wijich do exist. 

Speaker Unidentified: "Is this the why 
of efforts to create corporate integrity 
in 19S07* 

€) It is couon knowledge among senior executives 

of tbs Organisation and it is the policy of CSC that Hembers 

of the Boards of Directors of the various Scientology 

corporations are mere figureheads, without authority or 

control, not for Internal corporate reasons, but rather to 

vest control in Mr. Dubbard, I have personal knowledge that 

in order to carry out this'corporate fraud, Organisation 

executives have engaged in various unetbicial practices 

including backdating phony Board Minutes and forging 

signatures. 

couiirr V. 

OK 
19. r: 

OS -emmrwl * SW-IW - Sut.. 

•fricui siu 
mUEK a. TOURO 

Niuo ■ Cii'wm* 
oiMSiCMRrr 

WMoi liRni JiDuwt Ti. ISn 

S: , knom to n 

to bl IhR P»M«— - 
mR II >nwliR|rt to n (hot ts 

KlIHtSS my tand ns o*eat »*L 

__]ybtQtMR to thO flUtW llBtIVIW 

. uontod M mRk- 

Mwireoca IMIW hiw. 

to ^ 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

I am employed in the county of Los Angeles, State of 
4 California. I am over the age of 18- and not a party to the within 

action; my business address is 2029 Century Park East, Suite 3270, 

5 Los Angeles, California 90067. 

6 On May 28, 1992, I served the foregoing document described as 
SUPPORTING DECLARATION OF GERRY ARMSTRONG TO DEFENDANTS' AND 

7 COUNTER-CLAIMANTS' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS AND COUNTER- 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER RE FIFTH REQUEST FOR 
PRODUCTION OP DOCUMENTS OR THINGS AND FOR SANCTIONS by placing a 
true copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as 

follows: 

[SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST] 

[X] BY MAIL - I deposited such envelope in the mail at Los 
Angeles, California. The envelope was mailed with postage thereon 

fully prepaid as follows: I am readily familiar with firm's 
practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing. 
Under the practice it would be deposited with U.S postal service 
on the same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, 
California in the ordinary cause of business. I am aware that on 
motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal 
cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after 

date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

[X] BY PERSONAL SERVICE - I caused such an envelop to be hand 
delivered by hand to the office of the addressee. *NOTE SERVICE 
LIST. 

[ ] [State] I declare under the penalty of perjury under the 
laws of the State of California that the above is true and 

correct. 

22 [X] [Federal] I declare that I am in the office of a member of the 
bar of this court at whose direction the service was made. 

23 
Executed on May 28, 1992, at Los Angeles, California. 

24 

25 
_Yolanda Dennison 

26 Type or Print Name 

27 

28 
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1 SERVICE LIST 
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3 
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5 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

Steven Bisbey 
Morag Bellmaine 
ADVANCED ABILITY CENTER 
East Grinstead 
52 West Hill 
East Grinstead, West Sussex 
Kent, England, UK 

Robin Scott 
Adrienne Scott 
ADVl^CED ABILITY CENTER CANDACRAIG 
7 Thornhill Park, Sunderland, 
Tyne & Wear, SRZ 7JZ 
England, UK 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 
Kendrick L. Moxon/ Esq. 
BOWLES & MOXON 
6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 200 
Hollywood, California 90028 

Gary M. Bright/ Esq. 
BRIGHT & POWELL 
5464 Carpinteria Avenue, Suite E 
Carpinteria, California 93013 

Earle C. Cooley, Esq. 
COOLEY, MANION, MOORE t JONES 
21 Custom House Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 02210 

Ron Lawley 
36 St. James Road 
East Grinstead, West Sussex 
Kent, England, UK 

Lawrence E. Heller, Esq. 
TURNER, GERSTENFELD, WILK, 

TIGERMAN 6 HELLER 
8383 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 510 
Beverly Hills, CA 90211 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 
The Honoredsle James Kolts 
1715 E. Altadena Drive 
Altadena, CA 91001 

William T. Drescher, Esq. 
2049 Calabasas Road 
Suite 338 
Calabasas, CA 91302 

28 
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45f:9 
tJOPM No. 107MI 

Paoimiu (419) 459-9919 

July 19, 1992 

Laurie J. Bartilaon, saq, 
BOWLES k KOXON 
623S Sunaet Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Lofl Xngelee, California 9002S 

BV Telaoaptay 

Jeanne N. Gavigan, Eaq* 
BOWLES « MOXON 
eass Sunaet Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Loa Angelea, California 9002S 

BT Teleeopler 

RBt ilaftzad Claia of Tillie Manna Good froa 
Cburob of Scientology of itLver Park Niaaion 

Tort Ciaiaa Againats 

» Meligioua Teohnology Center 
» Church of Soientology International 
» Scientology Miaalona International 
» Church of Scientology of Siver Park Niaaion 
» Hubbard Oianatiea Foundation 

» Brian Anjo 
» Tree Nebeeker 
» Buaaell NoXevita 
» David Brink 
» Susan Doe 
» Richard Ooe 
» Paul Doo 

mnxat ons year statute expires on July 22, 1992. 
Xn absence of a tolling agreesent, a lawsuit 
wiU be filed. 

Dear Mas. Bartilaon and Gavigant 

__ f have agreed to represent Tillie B. Good with respect to 
certain clalas she poeaeasea against the above referenced 
corporate coaponenta and individual agents of the Scientology 
Organisation. Hie purpose of this letter la for aettleaent only 
^d no part of it shall be used in any proceeding, forsal or 
inforaal, aside from settling her clala. 

R-93X 
4154565318 07-19-92 05:14PM P002 »47 



JUU AO-W* ITWB ••AS~»*JO-3JiO =.S/13 

4570 

LAORXI J* BJUtTZliSOir 
JZANlfl M. OjkVZOAJI 
July 19/ 1993 
Pag* 5* 

claia of Tilllo i. aoo4 

Good Inaiats that Scientology representatives 
effort to contact her. All conunicationa to Ms 

Go^ shall b« directed through ay office. Failure to resoect * 
•'tiSn to obtain 

?*<*•*». K*. Seed'. B.ttluiMt cheek .Sll be aide 
out jointly to her and to ae aa her attorney. 

Weaae coafira your agreeaent regarding the suaoenaion of 
?”• statute of llaitation. Othervise, Xa. Oocd will be 

required to file suit la order to atop such statute froa ruanlng. 

:acg 
Encla. (8«t with telecopy and by aail) 
co: Tillie Hanna Good (with enoloaurea) 

R-93)( 
41S458S318 07-19-92 05:l*PM POOS »47 



HUft LflUJ OfflC€S 
7tl 511 #Mn<l| OH(f tCUtlMIO 

Ml ilMLAO, CAU#Oini« f4f4»-l»4» 

1411) a9«*01M 

July 2, 1992 

I trwH Ko. 10?IO| 
FAOUMivi <41S) 4ai-13]f 

Lauri« J* Bartllflon, Ssq. 
BOWLBS « MOXOH 
6255 SunMt 5cul«vard, Suits 2000 
Los Angslss, Csllfornls 90028 

williaa T. Dreschsri Esq. 
23670 Cslabssas Road, S^ts 338 
calabasas, California 91302 

BT Tslssaia4 4,g 

B9 

R*i Rsfund Claia of Osniss Cantin, D,o, 
Against Soisntology Organ!rations: 

Starling Xanagsssnt 
entire of Soisntology, Orangs County 
Church of Soisntology, Clsarvatsr 
Church of Soisntology, San Franoisoo 
Chtirch of Soisntology, Boston 
IntsTMtionsl Assooiation of Scisntologiats 

ZAB MS. 

Counssl: 

Cantin has s^loysd as to obtain a coaplsts rsfnnd of 
^ abovs rsfsrsn^Torgaaiaations 

froa Novsabsr 1988 through Ssptsabsr 1991. ihs purposs of this 
Isttsr is for ssttlsasnt only and no part of it khSTbs ussd^ 

inforaal, asids free ssttling hsr 

. Cs^J^An has spsnt a substantial aaount of sntisv os 
ooursss and ssrviess. Shs has hSZ aislsd by 

rsprsssntativss statsd shs would gain froa ^ 
purchasing its ssrviess, as wall as statsasats that hsr 
prlva^ wojad bs rsspsotsd and bs frss froa intrusion 
bssn hurt by t^ way shs was trsatsd aftsr ths eoBBsnesasnt of 
hsr scientological affiliation. w««ic«sns ox 

^ itsaization of ths aaounts spscifie to saoh ooaoonsnt of 
«5f«'i»«tion is sat forth in ths Sch^Us of 

•nelossd harswith. Docuasntation of 
^ sailsd^opTof this 

4154565318 07-02-92 08:27AM P002 3;3 
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lAOSXl J* BASTZL80K, SSC* 
WUXZAM T* OBUCaiR^ S8Q, 
July 2, 1992 
Paqm 10. 

y 

agr««a«nt regarding th« auapanaion of 
li*lt«tiona. otharviaa. Dr. CaAtin will b« 

raquirad to fila suit la ordar to aton all auch atatutaa froa 
ruiuiJLng. 

:acg 
Enola. (not aant vlth talaeopy) 
cci Oaaiaa cantla, D.O. (by fax and by sail with aaoloaoraa) 

-98S( 

4154585318 07-02-92 08:27AM POU 813 
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rQHS Gresnc 
LaWVER 

HUB LflUJ OfflC€S 
7ii Sia fsftncis omt^ jouisvasd 

Sfln fln5ti.fnc, caiifoanifl 94960-1949 

UI5) 258-0360 

License Nc. 137=Ci 
Facsimile ^4'.5j Azi-i2 

October 29, 1991 

Laurie J. Bartilson, Esq, By Telecopier 
BOWLES & MOXON 
6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, California 90028 

William T. Drescher, Esq. By ..Telecopier 
23670 Calabasas Road, Suite 338 
Calabasas, California 91302 

RE: ED ROBERTS 
IXS No. 11430-027-0002-6813 

Counsel: 

I have agreed to represent the above-referenced individual 
with respect to claims he may have against various Scientology- 
related organizations. 

Based upon a statement of Account from the Stevens Creek Org 
dated May 5, 1991 (copy enclosed for your review), Mr. Roberts 
possesses a sum of $10,661.23, minimum, which remarkably remains 
from far larger amounts of money obtained from him by Scientology 
in advance of the delivery of any goods or services that such 
money was to purchase. He wants his money returned, now. 

One of the methods that Scientology employed to obtain such 
money - in advance of delivery of goods and se^ices - from Mr. 
Roberts was through certain loans secured by his house, one of 
those loans, set up by registrar Debbie Leake, through Loan 
Arranger, inc., was for $36,000. It was secured by a Second Deed 
of trust on Mr. Roberts' house. That deed has been foreclosed on 
by Loan Arranger, Inc. Unless Mr. Roberts can deliver a certain 
sum of money on or before October 31, 1991, he will be evicted 
from what has been his home and lose any chance of repurchasing 
the same. 

Based upon the foregoing reason, it is imperative that all 
of Mr. Roberts' money, possessed by your clients in trust or 
otherwise, be returned to him immediately. In my opinion, your 
clients stand in - and must discharge the duties of - a fiduciary 
relationship, at minimum with respect to Mr. Roberts and his 
$10,661.23 + . 



4574 

Laurie Bar'tilson 
William Drescher RE: ED ROBERTS 
October 29, 1991 13^ No. 11430-027-0002-6813 

Page 2. 
_/ 

Be on notice that Ed Roberts' present and future_welfare is 
in substantial degree materially contingent upon the immediate 
cooperation of your clients in returning Mr. Roberts' trust 

money. 

Any delay whatsoever will be considered a failure to 
discharge a fiduciary obligation which will set in train a number 
of severely adverse consequences, both with respect to both Mr. 
Roberts and the extent of your clients' exposure. 

This demand is not subject to negotiation. 

Please advise immediately whether or not this demand will be 

honored or is rejected. 

Your clients are also on notice net ^ destroy any papers of 
any kind or description, including specifically, but not 
necessarily limited, to any papers regarding; 

(1) Any financial arrangements leading to the payment of 
then-present and future goods and services from any 
Scientology-related organization; and/or 

(2) Mr. Roberts' auditing files. 

;acg 
Enel. (1) 
cc: Ed Roberts 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA^ 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

__O0O- 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 

INTERNATIONAL, a California 

not-for-profit religious 
corporation. 

Plaintiff, 

Gerald Armstrong; Does i-25 
inclusive, ' 

Defendants. 

CERTIFIED 
COPY 

No. BC 052395 

DEPOSITION OF 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Thursday, October 8, 1992 

VOLUME IV 

_REP0RTED BV: BARBARA H. STOCKFORD. CSR No. 4575 

cgrrge 
5» simw sTwrr / off imqn squajk san fiuncsoo, ca 94102 

415 / 7U.S350 FAX 415 / 7U.0657 
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1 verbally, to the Aznarans concerning their case, have you 

2 had any other communications with the Aznarans concerning 

3 their case? 

testimony. 

MR. GREENE: That misstates his prior 

Don't answer that question. 

MS. BARTILSON: Hard to answer if I can't 

finish it. Why don't you let me finish the question and 

raise the objection so we have a complete record? 

MR. GREENE: I thought you said "did you 

have any communications on any other cases." i thought 

you were finished. Sounded like the end of a question to 

;*] 

MS. BARTILSON: No. 

Can you read back what I had so far? 

(Record read.) 

MS. BARTILSON: By George. I take it back. 

I finished the thought. I didn't even know it. 

So he's not going to answer? 

MR. GREENE: That is correct. 

MS- BARTILSON:• Okay. 

Q- Mr. Armstrong, do you know Tilly Good? 

A. Yes. In the sense — when you say "know," i 

know of her existence, yes. 

25 
Have you ever spoken with Ms. Good? 
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4 52 
A. Yes. 

Q. On how many occasions? 

A. Perhaps four. 

Q. Have you ever met Ms. Good? 

A. No. 

Q. Have you ever worked on a her 

MR. GREENE: Objection. Attorney-Client 

work product privilege. 

All of the prior objections which would be 

work product, privacy, interference with right to counsel 

and attorney-client. 

MS. BARTILSON: • These are asserted on 

behalf of Ms. Good? 

MR. GREENE: That's correct. 

Well, no. Attorney-client and work product 

are asserted on behalf of Ms. Good. And privacy is 

asserted on behalf of my office generally. And Sixth 

Amendment is asserted on behalf of Ms. Good. 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. When is the first 

time you remember speaking with Ms. Good, Mr. Armstrong? 

A. Some months ago. . 

Q. In 1992? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. Was it before April 1992? 

A. I don't recall. 

MARY HILLABRAND INC. 
CEmnEj! yorvwc 

520 SUmR STREET / off UMON SQUARE SAN FRANCSOO, CA 94102 

fHONE 415 / 7M.5350 FAX 415 / liMSl 



1 Q* When is the last time you recall speaking 

2 with Ms. Good? 

3 A. Perhaps a month ago. 

4 Q- Have you provided Mr. Greene with any 

5 assistance in working on Ms. Good's case? 

6 A. I'm going to instruct you not to answer that 

7 based on ambiguity and vagueness. 

8 MS. BARTILSON: Ambiguity and vagueness? 

9 MR. GREENE: Right. 

10 MS. BARTILSON: Q. Is Mr. Greene Ms. 

11 Good's attorney? 

12 A. Yes. 

13 Q. Does Ms. Good have a dispute with one or 

14 more Churches of Scientology? 

15 MR. GREENE: And with respect to that, Mr. 

16 Armstrong, I will instruct you not to answer the question 

17 based on attorney-work product privilege. 

18 MS. BARTILSON: Q. Mr. Armstrong, do you 

19 have personal knowledge whether or not Ms. Good has a 

20 dispute with any Church of Scientology? 

21 MR. GREENE: Again, same instructions to 

22 Mr. Armstrong. 

2 3 Don't answer the question. 

24 MS. BARTILSON: Q. Or if she had one? 

25 MR. GREENE: Same instruction. 

|i 
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MS. BARTILSON: I find this a little 

curious, Mr. Greene, since you have been bombarding my 

office with letters concerning Ms. Good's dispute. I can 

hardly see how you claim that's privileged information. 

Q. Mr. Armstrong, do you know Denise Cantin? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Had you ever met Ms. Cantin -- Dr. Cantin? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Where did you meet her? 

A. At the Hub law office. 

Q. On how many occasions have you met Dr. 

Cantin? 

A. One. 

Q. When was that? 

A. I would say approximately -- 

MR. GREENE: Wait, wait, wait. 

Actually, Mr. Armstrong, I'm going to 

instruct you not to answer that question, and I'm going 

ho that instruction is based on the attorney-client 

privilege between myself and Dr. Cantin, as well as work 

product privilege, because I do not want Scientology 

knowing anything about the frequency or anything else 

that I meet with my clients. 

So don't answer the question. 

And I also would add two other objections, 



which is the 

455 

right to privacy and the interference with 

the right to counsel. 

MS. BARTILSON: Don't hire Jerry Armstrong 

to be your paralegal when he's not supposed to do what 

he's doing. Real simple solution. 

Not only that, he already testified she was 

at your office once, so you can at least let him tell me 

when he's not giving up anything. 

Q. Have you spoken with Dr. Cantin on the 

telephone? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Have you discussed with Dr. Cantin her 

dispute with any Churches of Scientology? 

MR. GREENE: And there, the same objections 

apply. The same instruction. 

MS. BARTILSON: Even though I'm not asking 

for substance? 

MR. GREENE: That's correct. 

MS. BARTILSON: Okay. 

■ Q. Do you know Ed Roberts? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Have you met Mr. Roberts? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Where did you meet Mr. Roberts? 

A. In Boulder Creek. 

I I 

M 
S'l 

MARY HIUABRAND INC. 
>orHv«c «»orrt»5 

520 SUTTER STREET / off WON SQUARE SAN FRANCHOO, CA 94102 

phone 415 / 78S.5350 FAX 415 / 788-0657 



Q. When was that? 

MR. GREENE: And with respect to that, Mr. 

Armstrong, I'll give you the same instruction. And 

the -- for the same reasons as applied to Roberts, 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. When you met Mr. 

Roberts in Boulder Creek, was it in connection with your 

employment as a paralegal for Mr. Greene's office? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you interview Mr. Roberts? 

A. Yes. 

I 

Q. Did you take notes of your interview with 

Mr. Roberts? 

A. No. 

Q. At the time you interviewed Mr. Roberts, had 

he engaged Mr. Greene to represent him? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was Mr. Greene engaged to represent him in 

his disputes with the Church of Scientology or related 

entities? 

A. Yes. 

And did you interview him concerning that 

dispute? 

Yes . 

I'll ask you again when that was. 

MR. GREENE: You can answer. 

MAPY Htl t ABPAwn iwr 520 SUTTER STREET / off UfAON SQUARE SAN FRANCSCO, CA 94102 



1991 . 

THE WITNESS: In approximately November 

MS. BARTILSON: Q- Have you spoken with 

Mr. Roberts since the time you interviewed him in 

November of 1991? 

A. Yes, 

Q. How many times? 

A. Perhaps seven. 

Q. Have you discussed with him on any of those 

seven occasions his dispute with one or more Churches of 

Scientology? 

MR. GREENE: I'm going to draw the line 

there and instruct you not to answer for the same reasons 

previously stated. 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. When was the last 

time you spoke with Mr. Roberts? 

A. Perhaps two months ago. 

Q. since November of 1991, have you helped Mr. 

Greene prepare any documents in connection with the 

Roberts case? 

MR. GREENE: As to that, I will draw the 

line and instruct you not to answer the question based on 

the reasons previously stated. 

MS. BARTILSON: Since November of 
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concerning the substance of Mr- Roberts' claims against 

any of the Churches of Scientology or -related entities? 

MR. GREENE: Same instruction; same 

reasons. 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. Since November of 

1991, have you had any discussions with Mr. Roberts or 

have you been present in any discussions between Mr. 
! 

Roberts and others concerning his claims against Church 

of Scientology or any related entities? 

MR. GREENE: Same instruction; same 

reasons. 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. I'd like to ask those 

same questions concerning both Ms. Good and Dr. Cantin, 

and I assume they will be the same. 

MR. GREENE; I will stipulate as to the' 

same questions with the same two positions in response as 

to Tilly H. Good and Denise Cantin. 

MS. BARTILSON: Good enough. 

Q- Now, at some point after the settlement 

agreement was signed in December of '86, you received a 

payment from Michael Glynn of the money that you were due 

pursuant to the settlement'agreement; is that correct? 

MR. GREENE: That's been asked and 

answered. 

MS. BARTILSON: I know; this is just 

MARY HILLABRAND INC.- surrtR street / off square san franosco, ca 94io2 



January 11, 1993 

Daniel A. Leipold, Esquire 
Hagenbaugh & Murphy 
701 South Parker Street, Suite 8200 
Orange, CA 92668 

4584 

Re: CSI v. Armstrong, LASC No. BC 052395 

Dear Mr. Leipold: 

Please find herewith the following docviments: 

1. Scientology's ex parte application for order to show 
cause why Gerald Armstrong should not be held in 
contempt; 

2. Order to show cause, rewritten and stamped by Judge 
Sohigian, setting a hearing 2/16/93;- 

3. November 1992 Membership News; 

4. ,1/5/93 letter from Laurie Bartilson to Ford Greene and 
Paul Morantz in response to my 12/22/92 letter. 

At p.5, n.6 is Scientology's description of CAN. I believe 
this is an opportunity for the CAN membership to put in front of 
the judge who will rule on the OSC (Judge Diane Wayne, Dept 86) a 
balancing true picture. 

That footnote also contains Scientology's assertion that it 
"is not presently suing the Cult Awareness Network in any 
litigation." Scientology says this because I am not barred by 
the Sohigian injunction from assisting defendant adversaries of 
the organization, only claimants. I think it would be helpful to 
assemble what is known of Scientology's fomenting the litigation 
against CAN, and include that in our opposition as well. 

See as well the Bartilson declaration at p. 8, paragraph 17 
which contains the same attack on CAN. Laurie Bartilson is, as 
you know, a partner at Bowles & Moxon, the law firm representing 
all the "litigants" she claims are not "Scientology." 

The Membership News contains a column contemning me and a 
photo lifted from the 11/11/92 Marin Independent Journal. I 
think it would helpful to assemble what is known of Scientology's 
production of this bogus newsletter. The org's attack on me in 
its publication devoted to attacking CAN has only achieved two 
products: 1. it justifies and validates my connection to and 
support of CAN; 2. it puts another hole in Scientology's holier- 
than-thou hubris. 



Daniel A. Leipold, Esq. 
1/11/93 
page 2_ / 

Please pass on any or all of these materials to the CAN 
principals, and let them know that anyone can call me any time. 
I look forward to working with all toward a speedy resolution of 
the Scientology situation. 

Let's talk once you've had a chance to read this stuff. 

Gerry Armstrong 
715 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 

Enclosures (4) 

cc: Ford Greene, Esquire 
cc: Paul Morantz, Esquire (without enclosures) 
cc; Toby L. Plevin, Esquire (minus exhibits B, G to ex parte 

application) 
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SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

-oOo- 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, a California 
Not-for-Profit Religious 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; THE GERALD 
ARMSTRONG CORPORATION, a 
California Corporation; Does 1-25 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No. BC-052395 

CERTIFIED 
COPY 

DEPOSITION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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4587 
A. I don't recall having any communications with 

2 Mr. Atack. 

3 Q. During the same time period have you had any 

4 communications with Ron Rowley, R-o-w-l-e-y? 

5 A. No. 

6 Q. Same period of time have you had any 

7 communications with Dan Leipold? 

8 A. I don't believe so. 

9 Q. During the same period of time have you had 

10 any communications with Cynthia Kisser? 

11 A. Yes. 

12 Q. When was the first such communication? 

13 A. It was some -- perhaps a week ago. 

14 Q. What was the nature of the communication? 

15 A. I wrote to her. 

16 Q. On what subject? 

17 A. I wrote to her and suggested that Vaughn and 

18 Stacy, although Stacy was a brief mention, but really 

19 she's included too, that they be participants in the 

20 upcoming CAN conference in Cleveland. 

21 MR. HERTZBERG: We would like to have 

22 production of that letter. 

23 MR. GREENE: That's fine. 

24 MR. HERTZBERG: Q. You have a copy of the 

25 letter, Mr. Armstrong; correct? 

LYON DEPOSITION REPORTING (707) 226-2300 1036 



A. 

Q. 

A. 

Right. 

Have you received a response from Ms. 

No. 

4588 

Kisser? 

Q. What was the purpose of making that 

suggestion by yourself to Ms. Kisser? 

A. Because I think it could be beneficial to CAN 

and the Youngs and everyone else who was involved in 

bringing light to Scientology. 

Q. In what way would it be beneficial to CAN? 

A. Because CAN is the target of much attack by 

the Scientology organization, and Mr. Young has knowledge 

of that, both of them do, Vaughn and Stacy understand 

Scientology's use and manipulation of the media. 

Their histories are interesting and their 

understanding of Scientology and the psychological aspect 

of Scientology, in addition to their histories and media 

expertise, I think are things which would be very 

educational to anyone, CAN or not CAN, who wants to better 

understand Scientology and its threat. 

Q. At the time that you wrote this letter to Ms. 

Kisser, did you have an understanding that CAN was engaged 

in litigation with various Church of Scientology entities? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And did you have an understanding that that 

litigation includes at least one lawsuit brought by CAN 
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against various Church of Scientology entities? ^r-oo 

A. I know that to be true. 

Q. You knew that at the time you wrote the 

letter a week ago to Cynthia Kisser; right? 

A. Right. 

Q. In the time period between August 19th and 

the present, have you had any communications with 

Priscilla Coats? 

A. I don't believe so. 

Q. Same time period, did you have any 

communications with Malcolm Nothling, N-o-t-h-1-i-n-g? 

A. Yes. 

Q. When was the first such communication? 

A. There has, I believe, only been one and that 

was a telephone message which Mr. Nodhling left. And it 

was simply to advise me that the then pending December 

1994 trial date in his case had been postponed and that it 

was now on for, I believe. May or June of 1995. 

Q. Is that the sole communication between you 

and Mr. Nodhling during this time period? 

A. I believe so, although there was a previous 

one some months ago, which may be on the edge of that 

August 19th date in which Mr. Nodhling advised me that the 

December date was on. So at that time we communicated, 

and the substance of the communication was the December 
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June 30, 1993 

Mark Goldowitz, Esquire 
1611 Telegraph Avenue 

Suite 1200 
Oakland, CA 94612 

Dear Mark: 

Rc• CSC V. WoHersheia 
Los Angeles Superior Court 
Case No. BC 074815 

By -Fax (510)465-1985 

Here are"the press contacts I initiated yesterday: 

K, 5jilZ_Journ^ (213)229-5300; Mike Tipping; gave him 
history of ^llersheim litigation, significance as i lee it of 
present actions, what's been filed, lawyers involved, July 2 
hearing; he.says he will advise their Superior Court reporter and 
if possible cover the hearing. reporter ana 

2• Los Angeles 7Amp»a. 
77043); I urged him to get a 
icientology to get up to speed, 
etc. He asked for documents 
today). 

Joel Sappell (800)528-4637 (ext 
reporter assigned to this story and 

background, 7/2 hearing, 
talk to you about later 

gave him 
(which I'll 

to Rich Behar, (212)522-4205; urged him to pass on 
win suggested ± use his name to get to Bu Chief which I 

wc notes on 
Wollersheim history, present situation, players, etc. 

Charles Fleming in LA (310)444-5254, very 

Happiness," and "«®y « 
"/2 hearing 

and is getting educated in Scientology; hope 

Yours sincerely 

Gerry Armstrong 
c/o Hub Law 

Gerry Armstrong 
/O Hub Law Offices 

Sir Francis Drake Blvd 
^an Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 PUINTIFPS 

EXHIBIT 



June 24, 1993 

45fu 

Mark Coldowitz, Esquire 
1611 Telegraph Avenue 

Suite 1200 
Oakland, CA 94612 

Re: CSC V. Wollersheim 
Los Angeles Superior Court 
Case No. BC 074815 

Dear Mark: 

This note accompanies the following deposition transcripts: 

In Aznaran v. CSC. CV 88-1786-WDK 

Vicki Aznarein: 6/21/88 
6/22/88 
6/28/88 
6/29/88 
6/30/88 
7/1/88 . - - ■ 
7/7/88 
7/8/88 
5/9/89 
5/10/89 
6/15/89 

Richard Aznaran: 7/14/88 
7/15/88 
9/7/88 
9/8/88 
1/23/89 
1/24/89 
6/12/89 
6/13/89 
6/14/89 

In RTC V. Scott. CV 85-7197 JMI 

VA: 8/1/89 
8/2/89 
8/3/89 
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September 28, 1993 

Mark Goldowltz, Esquire 
1611 Telegraph Avenue 

Suite 1200 
Oakland, CA 94612 

Dear Mark: 

Please find herewith our Memorandum of Points and 
Authorities In Support of Special Motion to Strike filed In CSX 
V. Armstrong, LASC No. BC 084642 (Armstrong IXIK . 

ThcUik you for your contribution to our chorus. 

Gerry Armstrong 
C/0 Hub Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 
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MR. GREENE: I'ni telling you now and 

now you know, right? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Apparently. 

MR. GREENE: Okay. We're going to 

take a break for a second. 

MR. HERTZBERG: You are entitled to 

take a break any time you want to, 

MR. GREENE: I know, I know, so we'll 

be right back. 

(Short recess.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Q. I'm ready to move 

on. 

A. Okay. Move on. 

Q. Assuming you're not going to change 

your position? 

A. Right. 

Q., All right. Mr. Armstrong, between 

March of 1993 and the present, did you furnish any 

pgj^son engaged in litigation with any of the 

Scientology entities covered in paragraph one or 

identified in paragraph one of the settlement 

agreement with any declaration which you executed? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And please tell me each such instance 
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459 in which you did that during that time period. 

I gave one in the Wollersheim II 

litigation, that's Scientology versus Wollersheim 

in the L.A. Superior Court. 

Q. Who did you give that to? 

A. To Mark Goldawitz, 

Q, For the record, who is Mr. Goldawitz? 

A. He's a lawyer for Lawrence 

Wollersheim. 

Q. Now, Lawrence Wollersheim is a party 

to what you refer to as the Wollersheim II 

litigation; is that correct? 

A. Right. 

Q. So the record is clear, what is your 

knowledge of who the plaintiff is in the 

Wollersheim II litigation? 

A. It's the Scientology organization. 

Q. And what is your knowledge of who Mr. 

Wollersheim's position as a party into what you 

call the Wollersheim II litigation? 

A. He's the defendant in the case. 

Q. And Mr. Goldawitz represents Mr. 

Wollersheim in that case? 

MR. GREENE; That's asked and 

answered. 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 
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MR. HERTZBERG: Q. What are the 

circumstances of your furnishing the declaration 

to Mr. Goldawitz in what you call the Wollersheim 

II litigation? 

A. I had been in communication with Mr. 

Goldawitz a couple of times prior to this, prior 

to my execution of the declaration, and my 

communications with Mr. Goldawitz concerned that 

4596 

case. 

What you call the Wollersheim II 

case? 

A. Yes. I knew of the existence of the 

case before Mr. Goldawitz got involved, and then 

I _ and I don't know who made contact with whom, 

but I did communicate with Mr. Goldawitz a number 

of times and have through the course of the 

Wollersheim II litigation. 

Q. Did you have conversations with Larry 

Wollersheim at any juncture with respect to that 

litigation? 

Yes. 

Q. Did your first conversation with Mr. 

^jollersheim proceed a time that you communicated 

with Mr. Goldawitz? 

A. Yes. 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 
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Did you discuss with Mr. Wollersheim 

what issues were presented by the lawsuit which 

you call Wollersheim II? 

MR. GREENE: Object to the point that 

it calls for the witness to state a legal 

conclusion. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm not asking for 

any legal conclusion. You may answer. 

THE WITNESS: At some point from Mr. 

Wollersheim I received either all or part of 

Scientology's complaint. So either prior to that 

I knew something of the substance, but I learned 

of it when I first read the complaint. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Q. Mr. Wollersheim 

sent you the complaint; correct? 

A. Yeah. I don't recall if it was the 

whole complaint or part of the complaint, but in 

any case, from him I received the complaint. 

Q. Did you ask him to send it? 

A. I don't know if I asked him or if he 

volunteered, but I was a willing recipient. 

Q. And whatever portion of the complaint 

he sent you, whether it was the entire complaint 

or a portion of it, you read it; correct? 

A. Yes. 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 743 
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Q. Then you spoke with Mr. Wollersheiin4598 

about your conclusions; correct? 

A. I don't know if I ever spoke to him 

about my conclusions. 

Q. Subsequent to reading all or part of 

the complaint in what you call the Wollersheim II 

case, did you have any conversations with Mr. 

Wollersheim? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And in any of those conversations, 

did you discuss the fact that you had read what he 

sent you? 

A. Although in all of my conversations 

with Mr. Wollersheim I did not have a specific 

recollection of those facts, I did discuss his 

the Wollersheim II case with him, various aspects 

of it. 

Q. And you were hoping that he would 

prevailed in that case, were you not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And you wished to assist him in that 

objective of prevailing in that case, did you not? 

A. Yes. i 

Q. And pursuant to that desire to assist 

him at a point in time, you agreed to furnish a 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 744 



1 

4599 
declaration, did you not? 

2 A. Right. 

3 Q. And you prepared that declaration 

4 yourself, did you not? 

5 A. Right. When you say that, my 

6 recollection of that was that the sub -- a lot of 

7 it was taken by Mr. Goldawitz from an earlier 

8 declaration that he had of mine, which includes 

9 something of my history. 

10 So Mr. Goldawitz actually took 

11 material from an earlier declaration himself, I 

12 believe, word processed it, prepared the document, 

13 and that I edited what he had or made a few 

14 comments on what he had, and then signed it in his 

15 office. But he typed it himself as both prior to 

16 my being there and as I was there. As I talked to 

17 him, he typed. 

18 Q. And in any event, that declaration 

19 included some new material that you provided to 

20 Mr. Goldawitz; correct? 

21 MR. GREENE; Objection. With respect 

22 to new material, it's vague. 

23 MR. HERTZBERG; Q. You made some 

24 additions to whatever portions of that declaration 

25 incorporated prior declarations of yours, did you 
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MR. GREENE: Objection, still vague, 

becoming unintelligible. 

MR. HERTZBERG: You may answer. 

MR. GREENE: If you understand it. 

THE WITNESS: Yes. There were 

matters which were new or specific or related 

specifically to the Wollersheim II litigation. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Q. And you went over 

those with Mr. Goldawitz before you signed the 

declaration, did you not? 

A. Yes. Some, like I say, some of it he 

typed it just as we were in his office talking. 

Q. And in effect you dictated some of 

those portions to him, did you not? 

A. Some of it is just my words. 

Q. And to your knowledge, that 

declaration was subsequently submitted in 

connection with pleadings filed by Mr. Wollersheim 

in the Wollersheim II case? 

A. Right. 

Q. Aside from furnishing this 

declaration, did you have any discussions with Mr. 

Goldawitz about the conduction of the litigation 

by Mr. Goldawitz or any other attorneys 
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Q. Any other documents that you recall 

that you transmitted to Mr. Goldawitz? 

A. There may have been along the way 

other documents. I can't at this -- I just don't 

recall what they were. 

Q. Do you have a list of them? 

A. If there was correspondence which 

accompanied the documents, whatever the documents 

were, then that would be a source of a list. So 

at least some of it could be ascertainable by 

checking that correspondence. 

Q. Have you maintained a copy of that 

correspondence? 

A. I believe that it is available. 

MR. GREENE: Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm going to ask — 

the answer is yes? 

MR. GREENE: Right. Provided that we 

can find it, the answer is yes to the request that 

between when we end today and we start tomorrow we 

will seek to ascertain and produce tomorrow an 

enumeration of the documents that Mr. Armstrong 

provided to Mr. Goldawitz. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Good. 
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1 present, did you discuss any topic with Mr. Horne other 

2 than your own litigation? 

3 A. Although I do not have a specific 

4 recollection of doing so, I may have discussed other 

5 events in the Scientology litigation world beyond my own 

6 Armstrong cases. For example, the Wollersheim II events 

7 or the -- the IRS ruling, those sorts of events I would 

8 have if it had been relevant or, you know, timely. 

9 germane. 

10 Q. I don't want you to speculate. Do you have 

11 a specific recollection? 

12 A. No. 

13 MR. HERTZBERG: Okay, let's take a 

14 five-minute break. 

15 MR. GREENE: All right. Back at 12:00, 

16 twelve o'clock? 

17 (Discussion off the record; recess taken) 

18 --oOo-- 

19 MR. HERTZBERG: Are you ready. Ford? Are 

20 you ready? 

21 MR. GREENE: Sure. 

22 MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

23 Q. Since your deposition in March, 1993 in 

24 this matter and to the present, have you furnished any 

25 person engaged in litigation with any Scientology entity 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES 
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1 identified in paragraph one of the settlement agreement 

2 with a declaration, affidavit or other document other than 

3 those persons who you have identified already in your 

4 testimony yesterday and today? 

5 MR. GREENE: So that would have -- would 

6 have been the declaration in CEC vs. Wollershiem and the 

7 two declarations in CSI vs. Fishman, so there's three 

8 declarations that you have in mind, and you're asking if 

9 there are any additionals within that time frame? 

10 MR. HERTZBERG: But I'm also asking for any 

11 other documents. 

12 MR. GREENE: All right. Well, let's do it. 

13 then, on a declaration basis and then do it on a document 

14 basis. 

15 MR. HERTZBERG: That'S fine with me. 

16 MR. GREENE: Okay. 

17 THE WITNESS: Okay, then, the answer is 

18 yes. 

19 MR. HERTZBERG: 

20 Q. And to whom? 

21 A. To a Mr. Lawlay, L-a-w-l-a-y. 

22 Q. Anyone else? 

23 A. Although there may be, that's what has come 

24 to mind so far, but if you'd like me to see in the next 

25 minute or so if I can scan for other ones. I'll do that. 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES 
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1 Q. I would like you to take a moment to see. 

2 A. Okay. That's all that has come to mind at 

3 this point. 

4 Q. What's Mr. Lawley's first name? 

5 A. You know, I want to say Ron, like Ron 

6 Lawlay. 

7 MR. HERTZBERG: Let's go off the record for 

8 a moment. 

9 (Discussion off the record) 

10 MR. HERTZBERG: 

11 Q. Ron Lawlay, and who is Ron Lawlay? 

12 A. He is an individual who was sued by the 

13 Scientology organization in England. 

14 Q. And did you furnish him with an affidavit 

15 or declaration or both? 

16 A. My recollection is that it was an 

17 affidavit. 

18 Q. When did you execute the affidavit? 

19 A. My recollection there is that it was early 

20 this year. 

21 Q. After January of 1994? 

22 A. In or about January. Could be February. 

23 Q. And did you speak directly to Mr. Lawlay? 

24 A. Yes. 

25 Q. When did you first speak to Mr. Lawlay? 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES 
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A. Not long before this, so it could have been 

in the late part of 1993 or the early part of 1994. 

Q. In your initial conversation with 

Mr. Lawlay, was that initiated by you or by Mr. Lawlay? 

A. My recollection is that I received a 

telephone call from Mr. Lawlay and had not myself prior to 

that time communicated to him. 

Q. Tell us as you can best recall the 

substance of what you said to Mr. Lawlay and he said to 

you in that telephone call. 

A. My recollection is that he described to me 

what his case, in which he had been sued, involved. And 

the communication initially had to do with my testifying 

in his case, which was coming to trial at that time in the 

near future. 

At some point, and I believe in the first 

communication or perhaps in something which I was sent 

subsequently, I learned at least something of the issues 

in the case and how those things related to me. 

And it was then discussed that prior to my 

testifying at the trial that I would provide an affidavit 

which would cover the areas of my expected testimony, and 

that a -- a draft as to format was, I believe, faxed to 

me, and that I then, using the format or the outline which 

was given, prepared an affidavit, and that there were 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES 
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1 therefor© a series of telephone communications which built 

2 up to and related to that, but the initial one which you 

3 asked about concerned, I believe, a request on his part 

4 that I testify. 

5 Q, And you readily agreed that you would 

6 testify? 

7 A. I cannot say that I readily agreed because 

8 I don't really recall what the time frame was or what -- 

9 what was involved initially, but there came a time when I 

10 did agree, and we proceeded on from there. 

11 Q. And in agreeing to testify on Mr. Lawlay's 

12 behalf you understood that your testimony was sought in 

13 order to assist him in the litigation he was engaged in. 

14 correct? 

15 A. Yes. 

16 Q. And in furnishing the affidavit to 

17 Mr. Lawlay you understood that that was going to be used 

18 by Mr. Lawlay and his counsel to assist in his conduct of 

19 the litigation that he was involved in, correct? 

20 A. Yes. 

21 Q. Was that affidavit ever filed in court, to 

22 your knowledge? 

23 A. I don't know. 

24 Q. You have a copy of the affidavit? 

25 A. I believe so. 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES 
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AFFIDAVIT OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

I Gerald Armstrong, depose and state: 

1. I am a Canadian citizen and a resident of San Anselmo, 

California, USA. 

2. I am a writer and artist and I am the assistant of 
f 

attorney Ford Greene. 

3. I am making this statement with the intention that it 

be introduced in the trial now set for February 21, 1994 in the 

High Court in London of cases 1984 S No. 1675 Scientology AOSH Eu 

& Af -V- Scott, et al and 1986 C No. Scientology RECI -v- Carter, 

et al. 

4. It is my understanding that these cases involve the 

taking and distribution of certain Scientology writings often 

referred to as "upper level materials." I am-a witness to the 

following facts which will be raised at trial. 

5. I became invo'lved'with Scientology as a customer in 1969 

in Vancouver, B.C. I worked on staff there in 1970 and in 

February 1971 joined the Sea Organization (SO or Sea Org), 

Scientology's quasiparamilitary core organization in Los Angeles. 

.1 was flown to Spain and joined the Sea Org's flag ship, 

"Apollo," in Morocco. L. Ron Hubbard, the Sea Org's "Commodore," 

was on board and operated Scientology internationally through the 

"crew" which numbered, during my stay on board of four and a half 

years, around four hundred. All my staff positions on board 

involved personal contact with L. Ron Hubbard, Mary Sue Hubbard, 

administrative organization staff and people in the ports and 

1 
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countries the "Apollo" visited. These on-board positions 

included "Ship's Representative"/legal representative, "Port 

Captain"/public relations officer, and "Information Officer"/ 

intelligence officer. 

6. In the fall of 1975 after the ship operation moved 

ashore in Florida I was posted in the Guardian's Office (GO) 

Intelligence Bureau connected to Hubbard's Personal Office. From 

December 1975 through June 1976 I held the post of Deputy LRH 

External Communications Aide handling Hubbard's written and telex 

traffic to and from Scientology organizations. From July 1976 to 

December 1977 I was assigned, on Hubbard's order, to the 

Clearwater, Florida unit of the "Rehabilitation Project Force" 

(RPF), the SO prison system. In 1978 I worked in Hubbard's 

cinematography crew in La Quinta, California making movies under 

his direction until the fall of that year when he again assigned 

me to the RPF, this time for eight months first in La Quinta, 

then at a newly purchased base in Gilman Hotsprings near Hemet, 

California. From the time I got out of the RPF in the spring of 

1979 and until the beginning of 1980 I worked in Hubbard's 

"Household Unit" (HU) at Gilman, the SO unit which took care of 

Hubbard's house, personal effects, transport, meals and so forth, 

as the "Purchaser," "Renovations In-Charge" and "Deputy 

Commanding Officer HU." 

7. Throughout 1980 and until I left the organization in 

December 1981 I held the organization posts in Hubbard's 

"Personal Public Relations Bureau" of "LRH Archivist" and "LRH 
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Personal Researcher." I assembled in Los Angeles an archive of 

Hubbard's writings and other materials relating to his history to 

be used as, inter alia, the basis for a biography to be written 

about the man. I also worked in Los Angeles for the first few 

months of 1980 on Mission Corporate Category Sortout (MCCS), 

which had the purpose of restructuring the Scientology enterprise 

I so that Hubbard could continue to control it without being liable 

for its actions. Beginning in.the fall of 1980 and continuing 

until my departure, I provided the biographical writings and 
r 

other materials, as I collected and organized them, to Omar 

Garrison, who had contracted-with the organization to write the 

Hubbard biography. I interviewed many people who had known Mr. 

Hubbard at periods throughout his life, including almost all of 

his known living relatives. I traveled several thousand miles 

collecting biographical information and conducting a genealogy 

search, and arranged the purchase of a number of collections of 

Hubbard-related documents and other materials from individual 

collectors. 

, 8. Through my research and study of documentary evidence, 

most of it from Mr. Hubbard's personal .archive,_ I learned that he 

had lied about his past, credentials, accomplishments, 

relationships and intentions. I disproved many of the claims 

► made by Hubbard in his biographies printed in Scientology 

. publications and used in promotion of the man and his philosophy 

and psychotherapy, and I attempted to get the organization 

executives responsible for these publications to correct the 

3 
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disproved claims. As a result I was ordered to be security 

checked, an interrogation employing an electronic meter as a lie 

detector, a procedure I had undergone many times in the Sea Org. 

I had by this time also disproved the significant representations 

Hubbard had made about himself or his "technology" which had 

drawn me into and kept me in the organization for over twelve 

years; e.g., that he was an engineer and an atomic physicist, 

that he had been crippled and blinded in combat in WW II and had 

cured himself with his mental science discoveries, that it was a 

matter of medical record that he had twice been pronounced dead, 

that his psychotherapy had been subjected to rigorous scientific 

testing, that it cured all psychosomatic ills and raised IQs a 

point per hour of therapy (I had by this time had well over a 

thousand hours), that he had been remunerated for his labors less, 

than staff members were paid (in my case between $4.30 and $17.20 

per week throughout my SO years), and that he and his 

organization were ethical and well-intentioned. When it became 

clear to me that I was not going to be able to get the 

organization or Hubbard to admit to the lies and take a more' 

honest path I left, along with my then wife Jocelyn. 

9. Following my departure the organization published a 

"Declaration" dated February 18, 1982 labelling me a "Suppressive 

Person (SP)." The terms "SP" or "suppressive person" are painful 

hate words, which have the effect of instilling terror in the 

people so labelled. An SP is described in Scientology's 

literature as completely psychotic and destructive, one of the 
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two and a half percent truly evil people on the planet. SPs are 

viewed as enemies of Scientology and mankind and are targets for 

the organization's philosophy and practice of opportunistic 

hatred Hubbard called the "Fair Game Policy," which states 

specifically that enemies may be lied to, cheated, sued and 

destroyed without discipline of the Scientologist committing such 

“acts. My SP' Declare als'o~accused me of "spreading destructive 

rumors about senior Scientologists." I knew in early 1982 that I 

was the target of Guardian's Office intelligence operations 

because certain friends were contacted and interrogated about me 

by known GO intelligence personnel, and I had detected 

organization personnel spying on my wife and me. The 

organization also appropriated a set of photographs I had' 

entrusted with an associate, Virgil Wilhite, and when I demanded 

their return one of Hubbard’s lieutenants told me to get a 

lawyer. . 

10. A few days later I met with attorney Michael Flynn who 

agreed to defend me against the organization, which on April 22, 

1982 published a second SP declare accusing me of eighteen 

"crimes, high crimes and suppressive acts," including, inter 

alia, promulgating false information about Hubbard and the 

organization. In the spring and summer of 1982 I obtained from 

Omar Garrison, with his permission, some of the documents I had 

delivered to him while in the organization which I considered I 

would need to defend myself against the organization's charges in 

the SP declares and whatever actions they would bring against me 

5 



in the non-Scientology courts. I sent these to Mr. Flynn and to 

Contos and Bunch, a California law firm which by then had agreed 

to represent me in Scientology litigation. The organization 

filed suit against me in the Los Angeles Superior Court on August 

2, 1982 and the Hubbard biography documents I had sent to my 

lawyers were ordered by the Court to be deposited with the clerk 

where they stayed until December, 1986. 

11. In August and September 1982 the organization employed a 

number of private investigators to surveil and harass my wife and 

me. During that period one of these investigators assaulted me 

bodily, and another struck my body with a car, and attempted to 

involve me a freeway accident by getting in front of my car and 

slamming on his brakes and pulling alongside my car and swerving 

into my lane. The organization also attempted to get the Los 

Angeles Police Department to bring criminal charges against me in 

connection with the Hubbard documents which had become the 

subject of the litigation in the Superior Court. 

12. I filed a cross-complaint in 1982 against various 

Scientology corporations for fraud and the intentional infliction 

of emotional distress. The cross-cqmp^laint was bifurcated from 

the underlying document case and never tried because it settled 

in December 1986. The document case was tried without a jury by 

Judge Paul G. Breckenridge, Jr. who rendered a decision on June 

20, 1984. Judge Breckenridge's decision is appended hereto as 

Exhibit A. The opinion of the California Court of Appeal, Second 

Appellate District, Division Three issued July 29, 1991 affirming 
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the Breckenridge decision is appended hereto as Exhibit B. 

Between that time and the settlement the organization continued 

its "fair game" campaign against me which included at least these 

acts: a) attempted entrapment; b) illegal videotaping; c) filing 

false criminal charges against me with the Los Angeles District 

Attorney; d) filing false criminal charges against me with the 

Boston office of the FBI; e) ffling false declarations to bring 

contempt of court proceedings against me on three occasions; f) 

obtaining from English private investigators, who had harassed me 

in London in 1984, perjured affidavits accusing me falsely of 

passing documents to a bearded stranger in the—Olde Cock Tavern 

on Fleet Street; disseminating internationally Scientology 

publications falsely accusing me of crimes, including crimes 

against humanity; g) cullingand disseminating information from 

my supposedly confidential auditing (psychotherapy) file. 

13. Following the December 1986 settlement the organization 

continued its fair game campaign against me in violation of the 

spirit and letter of the settlement agreement. The 

- organization's violations include at least: a) use of my name and 

a false and unfavorable description of my organizational 

experiences in 1987 in a "dead agent" pack relating to writer and 

anti-Scientology litigant Bent Corydon; b) filing several 

affidavits in the fall of 1987 in the case of Church of 

Scientology of California v. Russell Miller and Penguin Books 

Limited, case no. 6140 in the High Court of Justice in London 

England, falsely accusing me of violations of court orders in the 

7 



46 

Armstrong case, and falsely labeling me "an admitted agent 

provocateur of the U.S. Federal Government;" c) delivering a 

copy of an edited version of the 1984 illegal videotape of me to 

the London Sunday Times; d) threatening me with lawsuits on six 

occasions if I did not abet the organization's obstruction of 

justice; e) threatening to release a description I'd written of 

a dfearn' T'd’had, and which the organization had stolen from a 

friend of mine, if I did not assist .the organization in 

preventing Bent Corydon from gaining access to the Armstrong 

court file; f) using my name and a false rendition of the 

organization's 1984 videotape operation where organization 

intelligence operatives attempted to entrap me into the 

commission of a crime in the case of Church of Scientology 

International v. 17 Agents, case no. 91-4301 SVW filed'August 12, 

1991 in US District Court, Central District of California; g) 

using the same false rendition of the 1984 "Armstrong Operation," 

perjurious declarations by organization lawyers and a general 

attack on my character and truthfulness in various pleadings 

filed in August and September, 1991 in the case of Aznaran v. 

Church of Scientology of California, et al. No. CV 88-178.6 JMI in 

US District Court, Central District of California; h) suing me 

in 1992 and twice more in 1993 for alleged violations of the 1986 

settlement agreement based on the false statements of the 

organization's lawyers and its leaders; i) two times in 1993 

attempting to have me jailed for contempt of court based on the 

false sworn statements of its lawyers; j) distributing copies 

8 
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internationally of the 1985 dream organization lawyers had 

threatened to release as stated in e) above (I wrote this 

recitation of a dream, which was sexual in content, in a graphic, 

vulgar style, and the way the organization has perverted its 

significance has made its distribution embarrassing and 

distressing to me. The dream was specifically sealed in the Los 

Angeles Superior Court and the organization has violated that 

sealing order in order to use this document to attack me); k) 

using its head private investigator to spread the lie that I have 

AIDS. 

14. I.have testified approximately 55 days in trial or 

depositions in more than 15 Scientology-related cases. I am an 

expert in the fraudulent nature of Scientology and its use of 

"fair game," and I have testified as an expert in these areas. I 

am also knowledgeable regarding the organization's efforts to 

hide its actual control and to shield those who control it from 

legal responsibility with "buffer" corporations, secret orders, 

secret command lines, organization-wide agreement to lie to 

protect those in actual control, and threat of extreme 

retribution toward anyone who violates that agreement to lie. 

15. In his decision. Judge Breckenridge found: 

"In addition to violating and .abusing its own members 

civil rights, the organization with its "Fair Game" 

doctrine has harassed and abused those persons not in 

the Church whom it perceives as enemies. The 

organization clearly is schizophrenic and paranoid, and 
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this bizarre combination seems to be a reflection of 

its founder LRH. The evidence portrays a man who has 

been virtually a pathological liar when it comes to his 

history, background and achievements. The writings and 

documents in evidence additionally reflect his egoism, 

greed, avarice, lust for power and vindictiveness and 

-aggressiveness against persons perceived by him to be - 

disloyal or hostile." (Exhibit A, p. 8, 1. 18 - p. 9, 

1. 4) . 

I observed the organization's abuse of its members' civil rights 

throughout the years I was. inside. This abuse included..false 

imprisonment; use against people of their statements made in 

supposedly confidential-auditing sessions; use of auditing 

techniques in a coercive manner, e.g.> security checks to find 

"traitors" or "security risks," or to "turn on rockslams" by 

which the person would be assigned to the RPF, which.is itself an 

abuse of basic human rights, and is itself, a setting in which 

auditing is coercive, since a person cannot get out of the RPF 

unless he or she submits to auditing; the practice of 

disconnection, which breaks apart and alienates families; 

tricking or forcing members to lie, including perjuring 

themselves in sworn testimony in legal proceedings; threat of 

"ethics," "Fair Game," RPF, disconnection and dirty tricks; and 

denying its members access to the truth about the nature of the 

organization while subjecting them to an unending barrage of 

distortions, half-truths and outright lies. 

10 
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16. In a case the organization filed against me in 1992 to 

enforce the December, 1986 settlement agreement, Los Angeles 

Superior Court Judge Ronald M. Sohigian stated on May, 27, 1992: 

"The information (Gerald Armstrong's experiences inside 

the Scientology organization) that's being suppressed 

in this case, however, is information about extremely 

blame-worthy behavior of [the Scientology organization] 

which nobody owns; it is information having to do with 

the behavior of a high degree of offensiveness and 

behavior which is meritorious in the extreme. 

It involves abusing people who are weak. It involves 

taking advantage of people who for one reason or 

another get themselves enmeshed in-this extremist view 

in a way that makes them unable to resist it 

apparently. It involves using techniques of coercion." 

The pages from the transcript of the hearing before Judge 

Sohigian in which he made this statement are appended hereto as 

Exhibit C. 

17. I was myself enmeshed in Scientology's extremist view 

for many years and have known personally hundreds of other people 

just as enmeshed. I am also known by hundreds of people around 

the world as someone who brought to light the truth about L. Ron 

Hubbard's history, through his documents which were used in 

evidence at my 1984 trial and through my willingness to talk 

freely about what I had found in my assembly and study of his 

documents. Many people have thanked me personally for exposing 

11 
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the truth as I saw it about L. Ron Hubbard and his organization, 

and for thus freeing them from the lies which had kept them 

enmeshed in the organization's extremist view. The exposure of 

any of the organization's "secrets," including the "upper level 

materials" serves the same purpose; that is, it frees people from 

the organization's unhealthy and often dangerous domination. One 

of Hubbard's and his organization's techniques of domination was 

to claim possession of-secret knowledge, which they also claim is 

vital to the sanity, health and future of everyone under their 

control, and for which the organization charges astronomical sums 

of money to view. ' Exposure of these "secret" materials reveals 

them for what they really are: more techniques and untruths to 

further enmesh the organization's victims. Exposure is in the 

public interest. - _ 

This statement is true to the best of my knowledge and 

belief. 

Sworn'at San Anselmo, ) 
California, USA, ) 
this ^ day of ) 

. 1994 ) 
before me,^ ) 

12 



46:^1 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

-oOo- 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, a California 
not-for-profit religious 
corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

CERTIFIED COPY 

No. BC-052395 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, THE GERALD 
ARMSTRONG CORPORATION, a 
California corporation, DOES 1 
through 25, inclusive. 

Defendants. 

and related cross actions._ 

DEPOSITION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Volume VI-A - Pages 753 - 792 

Thursday, August 18, 1994 

REPORTED.BY: DAVID A. DISBROW, CSR NO. 7768 

MARY HILLABRAND, INC. (415) 255-1994 753 



46^.2 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

were three meetings in all? 

A. I think that there were just three . 

And it may be that there is one that was. that 

i sn' t coming to mind, but that' s only bee ause it's 

not coming to mind, and that's why I hesitated 

about four, but I know of them. 

Q. The three being the encounter at the 

courthouse -- 

A. Right. 

Q. Meeting at the dinner in San Anselmo, 

and the one I haven't asked you about? 

A. Right. 

Q. Tell me the circumstances of that 

encounter. 

A. That was at the Lewis, D'Amato law 

firm, and I went to -- I was down in Los Angeles 

for, I believe, a hearing, and after I was done at 

the Superior Court, I had some other work there in 

the courthouse. We were checking my file for some 

money, but I had some business at the courthouse, 

and then I walked over to the Lewis, D'Amato firm 

and met there with Von, Stacey and Hannah. And it 

may have been that Graham Berry was also there or 

he was at least in the area. 

And we greeted each other, and then 
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the, at least four of us went to lunch nearby. 

Q. And the four includes whom: 

Yourself -- 

A. Myself, Von and Stacey and Hannah. 

Q. Hannah being Hannah Whitefield? 

A. Right. And Graham also may have been 

there. He may have been there for part of that. 

Q. Graham? Graham Berry? 

A. Right. 

Q. Right. Mr. Berry doesn't represent 

you, does he? 

A. No. 

Q. And he's never represented you, has 

he ? 

A. No. 

Q. On the occasion of a hearing which 

you referred to was that a hearing in one of your 

cases ? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. Was that at the time that the Court 

of Appeal heard argument on your -- was that the 

conversation of the hearing when the Court of 

Appeal considered your appeal of Judge Sohetian's 

opinion in this case? 

A. It might have been or it may have 
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been on the occasion of some other event, but it 

may have been, at that time. 

Q. Can you tell us what month you think 

this was in, the meeting occurred? 

A. It was not that long ago. Probably 

in the spring of this year to my recollection. . 

Q. And what was the substance of 

conversations that occurred while you were with 

Von and Stacey Young on the occasion of the 

meeting at the Lewis, D'Amato firm? 

A. My recollection is that it 

principally concerned the Fishman case, and that 

around that time Scientology had either dismissed 

the case or found something to dismiss the case or 

it was in that stage toward the end of the 

litigation. And the communications -- the only 

ones which stand out were on that subject. 

Q. And what stands out? Tell me what 

stands out. 

A. That there was a dismissal in 

progress, that had been filed, it was waiting for 

a hearing. It may have even been that they were 

waiting for a ruling on fees and costs. I'm not 

sure of the consequence. I heard of these events 

as they transpired, and my recollection was that 

MARY HILLABRAND, INC. L994 784 



46:^ 

we communicated about that during the brief time I 

was there for lunch. 

Q. What did you say during these 

discussions? 

A. I don't know. Nothing specific comes 

to mind. 

Q. You can't recall anything that you 

said during these discussions? 

A. Like I say, this was, as far as I can 

recall, what the discussions were about. There 

may have been other details that flowed across the 

lunch table, you know, how you doing in life, 

what's new, that sort of thing. 

Q. Did you offer to furnish a 

declaration to either the Lewis, D'Amato firm or 

any client it was representing in the litigation? 

A. At some point, I did -- I can't tell 

you if it was before or after that. I think they 

already had a copy of my declaration regarding, 

you know response to Davis Miscavige's 

declaration, and that was acknowledged by 

somebody. 

I remember Hannah mentioning that she 

had read it, so that was -- but I don't recall, at 

this point, in the declaration which I provided 
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essentially, to oppose the sealing of the Court 

file, and as it applied to my matters, and my 

declaration, I think that that was around that- 

time, but it may have been later than that 

conversation when I saw them for lunch. I'm not 

sure of the exact time, but there were two 

declarations which I did provide in that 

litigation. 

Q. And who did you provide them to 

directly? 

A. I believe in both cases that I sent 

them to Graham Berry. 

Q. And in the mail? 

A. I be 1ieve so. 

Q. Okay. You also were designated as a 

witness on at least one witness list in the 

Fishman litigation, were you not? 

A. I have seen that. : 

Q. All right. When did you first' see 

that? 

A. The first time I think I saw that was 

in something filed, perhaps a supplemental 

adjudication motion in "Armstrong IV." 

Q. You mean recently? 

A. Yeah. 
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That'S the first time you became 

I think that's the first time I saw 

Q. Okay. Somebody had previously 

discussed your being designated as a witness in 

the Fishman case? 

A. Well, there are a couple of instances 

of that. 

Q. Right. 

A. There was a communication, and I 

think that Graham Berry spoke directly to me on 

that matter, and it also may have involved Mr. 

Greene. And then -- so some months, if not like a 

long period of time before then, but there was a 

communication with Mr. Berry about something like 

that. 

Q. And Mr. Berry desired you to be a 

witness in the Fishman case, did he not? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. And in fact, he discussed that with 

your directly, did he not? 

A. Like I say, I have a recollection of 

something about that like, you know, some period 

of time before then. And it may have been -- I 
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think it was the time when Mr. Berry called for 

Mr. Greene and me, but in any case this got 

mentioned in the communications which were going 

around, at that time. 

Q. And you agreed tb be a witness, did 

you not? 

A. I never disagreed. 

Q. And do you recall what areas of 

perspective testimony it was desired that you 

provide ?- 

A. I don't believe that -- you know, I 

have my own areas of what I consider to be 

expertise, and I don't think beyond, very 

generally, if at all, that is, if it was discussed 

at all, whether the specifics of what I would 

testify to or what I would testify to go into, but 

I think that Mr. Berry's understanding of my 

history, and my present involvement in litigation, 

and what I've said about myself, and my areas of 

expertise are pretty well known and accepted. 

Q. And those areas of expertise that are 

"pretty well known and accepted," include your 

experiences in the Church of Scientology, do they 

not, including, but not limited to your position 

as an archivist? 
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A. That is foundational to what I 

consider the areas. 

Q. All right, but that's part of it; is 

it not? 

A. Yeah, that's the■foundation of it. 

Q. I have one more question. One or two 

more questions for today because I do what this 

document search to be conducted. 

Mr. Armstrong, after that meeting at 

Lewis, D'Amato, and the lunch, did you have any 

subsequent conversations with Mr. Von Young 

between that time and today? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Where were they? 

A. When you say, "substantive 

Q. Go ahead. 

MR. GREENE: Subsequent. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Q. Subsequent. 

A. Subsequent? Okay. Then there- are 

subsequent conversations, and we have communicated 

sporadically, but a few times over the last few 

months, and those were principally a .couple of 

times, perhaps a month or a month and a half ago, 

and these were -- these involved meetings that 

they were having with Mike Rinnard, 
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heard it was filed, but I do not know if it was. 46^2 

Did you assemble the exhibits to Exhibit 64? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you prepare the 10-page declaration, 

dated April 21, 1994, which precedes the exhibits? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was the purpose of your preparation of 

Exhibit 64 to aid Mr. Fishman in his litigation with 

various Church of Scientology entities? 

A. More specifically, it was aimed at opposing 

Scientologist's efforts to seal the record in the Fishman 

case. So if that coincided with Mr. Fishman's interest. 

then yes. 

Were you paid by either Mr. Berry, Mr. 

Fishman or Mr. Berry's firm to furnish this declaration. 

which is marked as Exhibit 64? 

17 A. No. 

18 Q. Do you recall whether you volunteered to 

19 furnish Exhibit 64 to Mr. Berry? 

20 A. I believe I did. 

21 Q. Were you opposed to the sealing of any 

22 documents in the Fishman file? 

23 A. I was opposed to what I understood that 

24 Scientology was attempting to have sealed at that time, 

25 that was essentially the whole file or at least affidavits 
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that we be given an unredacted copy of this letter, 

MR. GREENE: You can ask. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I've just asked. What ii 

your response? 

MR. GREENE: My response is that I'll 

consider it, but I will make no commitment at this time. 

MR. HERTZBERG: My co—counsel will 

communicate with you after the deposition session to 

determine what your final decision is on that matter. 

MR. GREENE: Good. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Because if we do not 

the unredacted version, we will move to compel. 

receive 

• Armstrong, was there an occasion which 

led to writing the January 27, 1994 letter to Mr. 

which is Exhibit 58? 

Berry, 

A. Yes . 

Q. What was that occasion? 

A. Mr. Berry requested -- he was looking for 

individuals who may be able to testify as to the matters 

discussed here. 

Was Mr. Berry looking for witnesses in 

connection with the Fishman case? 

A. I believe so, yes. 

Was it your understanding that he was lookinc 

for witnesses fo r use in other litigation against various 
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served, service is presumed invalid if postal 
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envelope in mail slot, box or bag) 

** (For personal service signature must be that of 
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DECLAR>*ffQN OF GERALD AjWSTRONG 

I. Gerald Armstrong, declare: 

1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the 

State of California. I have personal Itnowledge of the 

matters set forth herein and if called upon to testify 

thereto I competently would. 

2. I am making this declaration in response to 

certain statements, principally those concerning me, made by 

David Miscavlge in his declaration executed February 8, 

1994, and filed in the case of Scientology v. Flshman_& 

geertz. United States District Court for the Central 

District of California. Case Mo. CV 91-6425 HLH(Tx). 

3. Mr. Miscavlge state* that I am a proven liar 

because he has found a discrepancy between a finding of 

Judge Paul G. Breckenridg* Jr. in hi* decieion rendered June 

20, 1984 in the cae* of Scientology v. Armstrong. Lo* 

Angele* Superior Court Ho. C 420153 (Armstrong ^). and a 

statement allegedly made by me and secretly recorded by Mr. 

Miscavlge'* covert intelligence operative* in the fall of 

1984. (Miscavlge dec. p. 31, 1- 22 - p. 32, 1. 5). Mr. 

Miscavlge 1* employing one of Scientology'* confusion 

technique* the organization'* founder L. Ron Hubbard dubbed 

"dropped out time." Mr. Miecavlge'e Incident*, which he ha* 

linked for purpoee* of confusion, are year* apart. 

4. In thi* civilization fear 1* generally accepted to 

be an emotion or etat* of mind which can either be present 

or not present, or perhaps present in degrees. It is fairly 

well accepted that a not abnormal person can be afraid one 

1 



- , are a couple of unidentified 
day. when, for example there are 

« tour out.io. to. p.r.=n'a b.droo. windo. ub.r. 

no «n ought to b. .t four ..m. . »nd not .tr.ld on «>oth.r 

day. “h*" P”*®" i*' "="■ «*“Pi*- “•"=''^"9 

neat the Slants. That tna person ciaised to be afraid at 

tdur a.a Sunday and not afraid at the Wednesday ballgaae 

does not sake that person a proven liar. In sy oase there 

were sore than two years betwesn one tlss when I was afraid 

and the next oooaslon when Mr. Mlsc.vlge says I said I wa. 

not afraid. 

5. In nls decision, a true and correct copy of which 

IS appendsd hsreto as Exhibit *. Judgs Breckenrldge states: 

"From hie extensive Icnowledge of the 

covert and intelligence operations 

carried out by the Church of Scientology 

of California against its enemies 

(suppressive pereone). Defendant 

Armstrong became terrified and feared 

that his life and the life of his wife 

were in danger, and he also feared he 

would b« the target of costly and 

harassing lawsuits.” 

• • • • 

"It was thereafter, in the euaaer of 

1982, that Defendant Armstrong ashed Mr. 

garrison for copies of documents to use 

in his defense and sent the documents to 

his attorneys, Michael Flynn and Contoe 

2 
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& Bunch. 

After the within suit was filed on 

August 2, 1982, Defendant Armstrong was 

the subject of harassment, including 

being followed and surveilled by 

individuals who admitted employment by 

[Scientology]: being assaulted by one of 

these individuals; being struclc bodily 

by a car driven by one of these 

individuals; having two attempts made by 

said individuals apparently to involve 

Defendant Armstrong in a freeway 

automobile accident; having said 

individuals come onto Defendant 

Armstrong's property, epy in his 

windows, create disturbances, and upset 

his neighbors." (Ex. A. Appendix p. 14. 

1. 6 - p. 15. i. 3) 

6. It is clear that Judge Brecltenridge in hie 

•t>t:»«nts .bout w o« org«ili.tlon l.s.1 .xtr.- 

l.g.i .ttmex. 1. r.I.rrlng to xy «t.t. of .in. In tno p.rlod 

b.t«..n tb. org«lx.tlon'. pubUe.tlon of It. "S«ppr...lv. 

p.r«n o.el.r..- on .. In ..rly 19.2 Md It. filing of 

....ttono I in Augu.t, 198J. Thl. f..r not lrr.tlon.1 

ot unfound.d u th. org«lx.tlon lt..lf pro».d -h.n It 

n.r....d .y wlf. «d » .. Judg. Br.=X.nrldg. found. «d did 

1 fil, h.rM.lng «id co.tiy l«Mult. .g.ln.t ... All of tb... 

1 h.r...lng Mid orlnln.l .ct. ».r. eMrl.d out during Mr. 

3 
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Ml.c.vlg.', control of such activities, which he cl.l.s to 

have wrested froo. the guardian's office, which. Itself, lust 

, Miscavio© "used unscrup\i 1 ous 
as he himself, according to Mr. wisca ig 

means to deal with people they perceived as enemies of the 

Church." (Miscavige dec. p. 17. !• 17). 

7. Mr. Miscavige's new Guardian's Office, the Office 

of special Affairs, did not end Its crl.lnal and abusive 

tactics with the incidents listed by Judge Brecaenrldge, but 

has added ten acre years of "fair gaae" attachs since the 

198* decision, including, but not Halted to; 

a. atteapted framing by entrapment and Illegal 

Videotaping; 

b. filing false criminal charges with the Los Angeles 

District Attorney; 

c. filing false criminal charges with the Boston 

office of the FBI; 

d. filing false declarations; 

•. bringing contempt of court proceedings on three 

occasions based on false charges; 

J a^lng false accusations in internationally 

published media of crimes. Including crimes 

against humanity; 

g. culling and disseminating information from my 

supposedly confidential auditing (psychotherapy) 

files; 

h. relsntlessly attacking my attorney, Michael Flynn 

of Boston. Massachusstts with some 15 lawsuits, 

baseless bar complaints, thsft of office 

4 
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documents, infiltration of his law practice, 

framing him with the forgery of a $2,000,000 

checlc, an international blaclc PR campaign, threats 

to him and his family, and, according to him. 

attempted assassination; all for the purpose of 

driving him out of the organization-related 

litigation in order to leave his clients 

undefended against the organization's attaclcs: 

i. fraudulently promising to discontinue "fair game" 

against me if 1 settled my cross-complaint against 

the organization, Knowing full well that it would 

continue to attack me in the courts and the 

marketplace of ideas once I signed its settlement 

contract, which I did in December, 1986. and once 

it had contracted with Mr. Plynn to not defend me 

in future litigation; 

j. following the settlement, publishing a false and 

unfavorable description of me in a "dead agent" 

pack relating to writer and anti-Scientology 

litigant Bent Corydon; 

k. filing several affidavits in the case of Church.^ 

ef^^mntoloav of California V. Russell Miller and 

Books Limited, case no. 6140 in the High 

court of Justice in London Ingland which falsely 

accused me of violations of court orders, and 

falsely labeled me "an admitted agent provocateur 

of the O.S. Federal Government"; 

1. d.liv.rlng copl.. ot « v.r.lon ol 

5 
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111.9»Uy ootalned 1984 videotape ot me to the 

- international nedia: 
I 

3 
m. threatenlns «e with lawsuits Oh six occaslone it I 

- did hot abet Its obstructloh of Justloe Ih the | 

5 Hiller case. In the case ot Bent corydoh,^ 
j 

5 ntoloov. LOS Angeles Superior Court No. C j 

« 1 694401, wherein Corydon had subpoenaed me as a | 

i! 

" ii 
witness, and in the case of Sr lento logy v. Yan.ny> 

1 
9 ii 11 

Los Angeles Superior Court No. C 690211: 

1 

‘ 1 
« ! 

^ i 
n. threatening to release my confidences, which it 

1 i had stolen from a friend, and which had been 

> 
12 specifically sealed by Judge BrecJcenridge in 

1 

’3 .9.n..trona I if I did not aesist it in preventing 

• 4 corydon from gaining access to the Armstrong.! 

» 
" 5 i 

I court file; 

*6 ! 
I 

o. Oh rsbruary 4, 1992. tliln* a lawsuit, selshtol^ 

*7 j t, Gerald Armstrong, Marin Superior Court Case No. 

I 
'8 i .-Areetrona 11"). transferred to Los 

.9 I Angeles Superior Court and given Case No. BC 

20 j 052399, alleging contract breaches, which it 

> . i itself precipitated, for the purposes of. inter 

22 alia, obstructing justice, suppressing evidence. 

k 
23 assassinating my reputation, retaliation and 

■ 1 24 intimidation; 

1 25 p. on July 8. 1993. films • Ssmn^PlPSY 

■ 26 Gere Id Armstrong k The Gerald Armstrong 

27 r«rBGratlon. Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 

28 i BO 084642 .■■ar.atroha IH") for tha aa«. purpoaaa 

6 
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as In o. above: 

q. on July 23, 1993, filing a lawsuit, ._Sc ientology v, 

Gerald Armstrong, Michael Walton & The Gerald 

^rm^trono corporation, Marin Superior Court Case 

No. 157680 I ■■ Armstrong IV") for the same purposes 

as in o. above; 

r. twice more bringing contempt of court charges 

against ms based on false sworn statements. 

8. The videotapes from which Mr. Miscavige claims to 

quote were made in November. 1984. In order to provide a 

context for how I came to be Involved with his operatives 

Who set up the videotaping and to clarify the words of both 

the operatives and myself which were recorded, and a few of 

Which Mr. Miscavige claim, to quote. I a. appending hereto 

ae Exhibit B a copy of a declaration/screenplay outline I 

have just completed and called "Find a Better Basket." 

9. When I state on the 1984 videotape that I am not 

afraid. I am answering one of the operatives- questions or 

challenges which he has been drilled to state. In 

responding the way I did I as honestly communicating one of 

the Change. I had perceived in ay psyche over the almost 

three years since I left the organixation. Because the 

org«ii*atlon teaches it. member, to put their faith in what 

cannot protect them; e.g.. data. wins, attacks, hatred, 

disconnection, leverage, lawsuits, private investigators, 

fair game. L. Ron Hubbard or David Miscavige; it leaves the. 

with a seemingly irreducible fear. Those who put their 

faith .in Qod. Wherein lies perfect protection, give up their 
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There will still be tines when fear will arise, but 

the reestablishing of faith in God will every time cause 

that fear to disappear into the nothing it is. j. was 

beginning to learn that wisdom by the time of the 198i 

videotaping. In fact it was that learning which seemed to 

nove me to associate with the operatives who only sought my 

destruction. I have stated many times that I have an 

undeniable concern that before it comes to its senses or 

saner minds prevail in the organization its power structure 

headed by Mr. Miscavige will have me assassinated or do 

something else diabolical and dangerous, and this has 

produced in me an awareness of threat and is a fact of my 

present psychological condition. The power structure is 

quite capable of violent and criminal acta, or of purchasing 

such acts. The power structure is armed, and its head PI 

Eugene M. Ingram has threatened to kill me. The power 

structure makee a religion of terrifying countless 

vulnerable and innocent people who do not have my certainty 

and do not have my skills to fight the organization's 

tyranny. For these reaeons I oppose its tyranny and its 

suppressive doctrine, and practice. Mr. Miscavige should 

not be pointing out imagined inconsistencies in whether on. 

of him victim, in on. year or another wa. afraid or not of 

his vicious organization, but should be eliminating all of 

its viciousness so that no one ever again le made afraid by 

it. 

10. Mr. Ml.c»vlg« e«ll« vld»ot»plng of m "• 

pollc.-.4nctloMd lnv..tig»tlon." IMlte.vlg. D.e. p. 31. 1- 

8 
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■ ;j 2S) IM. 1, . u. «r. MI.C.VI,. .U.t t.u « it hi> 

: d«p«nds on it. I provided the truth in "Find « Better 

3 Baslcet. '* 

: ■•ors.nlr.tlon lawyers, Berle Cooley «id John 

S Peterson, clsimed (during the ISSS trial ot JuiU , 

5 ' V solentology. Circuit Court ot 

- ; tne State ot Oregon, Multnoaah county. No. A770a- 

3 05184. that) the Arastrong operation had Been 

3 : authorized By the Loe Angel.e Polloe Departaent, 

and they produced a letter dated Noveaber 7, 1984. 

j . signed By an ottioer PhlUip Rodriguez. 

’2 I directing orgwiiz.tlon private Investigator Eugene 

•3 I M. ingraa to eleotronloally eavesdrop on a. and 

'i Mich*«l Flynn. 

15 on April 23, 1985. Lo« Ang.lM Folic* Chief 

^6 i Daryl F. Gat** l**u*d a public .. 

17 ; denying that the Rodriguez letter wa* a 

’8 1 correepondenc* froa the Lo* Angel** Police 

19 i Departaent. denying that the Lo. Angel*. Police 

20 Departaent had cooperated with Ingraa. and etating 

21 .aphatically that all purported authorization. 

22 I directed to Ingraa by any a.aber of the Lo. 

23 I Angelea Police Departaent are invalid and 

24 ! unauthorized. On inforaation and belief, the 

25 I officer, Phillip Rodriguez, who eigned Ingraa'. 

26 I letter wa. paid 510,000.00 for hi. eignature. 

27 Aleo on inforaation and belief, following a Lo. 

28 i Angele* Police Departaent Internal Affaire 

9 
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Division investigation and a Police Departaent 

Board of Rights, Officer Rodriguez was suspended 

froa the Los Angeles Police Force." ("Better 

Basicet," p. 13. paras. 22 and 23) 

A copy of Officer Rodriguez's "authorization" is appended 

hereto as Exhibit C. and a copy of Chief Gates' public 

announcement is appended hereto as Exhibit D. 

11. Mr. Miscavige claims that his illegal videotapes 

of me capture me acknowledging my real motives, to overthrow 

his organization's leadership and gain control of it. 

, ___ .,2 1 1 - 1.3) This is absurd. His own (Miscavige Dec. p. 32, i.i 

people, operated by him. cams to ms with thsir idsa. 

.^nr»v,d bv him, as outllnsd in "Bsttsr Baslcst," of wrssting 

control of ths organization from what thsy callsd ths 

"criminals" running it. I havs nsvsr had a dssirs control 

ths Scisntology organization or Sclsntology, although I 

rscognlzs that its Isadsrs should bs rsstralnsd from further 

abuse of anyone. My real motive in my day-to-day 

relationship with its leaders is to get it out of the 

litigation business and get it to cease its assault on the 

Justice system, its abuse of innocence and its threatening 

of me, my friends and people of good will everywhere. I 

know David Miscavige personally. I Jcnow him to be a bully, 

a liar and a perfect replacement for L. Ron Hubbard at the 

controls of his empire. I also know that God is in him as 

He is in everyone else and that bullying and lying are just 

mad and useless efforts to fight that fact. 

12. Mr. Miscavige states that I advise one of his 

10 
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az-rnse the organization of various 
covart operatives to accuse 

cri.lr>.l and -h.n I am told that no avldanea emlst. to 

.upport thoa. onarg.a I ra.pmnd to "Just all.g. It." 

,«l.=avlg. 0.0. p. 32. 1. 5 - !■ 

dascrioas somathlng of the context in which I ma 

statement differentiating between "allegation." and "proof." 

The operatlv. I'm taixlng to 1. Mix. Kinder. Before thl. 

...ting I had already, on request of the "Loyall.t.." 

provldsd them with a “bar. bon.." draft of a complaint, 

complaint, contain allegations. Complaint, do not contain 

proof. Kinder, who had be.n represented to me a. the 

Loyalists' "best Isgal mind" oouidn't .... to get th. 

dl.tlnotlon between allegation. «id proof in tn. complaint, 

„d I -a. fru.tr.t.d in our eonv.r..tlon because n. .....d 

so dense. How. of cour.e, hi. densen... 1. tbUY 

understwidable. He had to appear stupid «id had to deny 

that there was any "proof” of the «rt of allegation, that 

would be made in a coaplalnt because he anew he wee being 

recorded on a videotape which wa. going to be used to 

attach, and if poeslble destroy me. Iven what the 

organixatioD ham done to as aione (aee. e.g.. crinee listed 

by Judge BrecXenridge and the list in paragraph ^ above) 1. 

Miougb for actual true-hearted reformer, to bring a lawsuit 

to take control of th. orgwilxatioh fro. th. crl.lnal. now 

in ch*rg«. 

13. During Mr. Mlscavlg.'. videotape operation a 

bri.fcae. containing a book of ay original drawing. «.d 

writing, end other docuMnt. was stolen from the trunk of my 

11 
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car. My attorney made a demand on the organization 

return of these materials. The organization denied having 

them. I have recently been advised by Viclci Aznaran. a 

former organization executive who carried out operations 

against individuals on Mr. Miscavlge's orders, that he told 

her at the time of their theft that he had them and he 

described them to her. Knowing that this declaration will 

be seen by Mr. Miscavige. 1 herewith renew my demand to him 

for the return of my materials to me. 

14. I will also take the opportunity to advise this 

Court that Mr. Miscavige‘s organization considers that it 

has me under a contract whereby it may sue me for filing 

this declaration, not because it is untrue or libelous, but 

because that is what the organization insists its contract 

permits. This contract was obtained by Mr. Miscavige as the 

result of his organization's years of attack on my attorney 

Michael Flynn, as statsd in paragraph 7 subparagraph h. 

above. In order to get the organization to cease its fair 

game against Mr. Flynn I had to sign Its contract, which, 

according to Mr. Miscavige, allows him and his agents to say 

whatever they want about me in any court proceeding or in 

the media and I may not respond. If I do respond I become 

subject to a $80,000.00 liquidated damages provision for 

•very utterance, and the target in another Mlscavlge-ordered 

costly and harassing lawsuit. The three lawsuits. Armstrong 

II, III *nd IV described In paragraph 7. subparagraphs o, p 

end q. and the contempt of court proceedings at subparagraph 

r, are all pursuant to this contract. The contract is 

12 
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\ 1 
i 

1 public policy end 111«9«1- «• «‘««''l,., .or.ov.r, | 

1 
^ I 1 

.nt.rod into . ..p.r.« Illegal contract with Mr. Flynn, ! 
1 

»hlch prohibits Mr. Flynn fro. assisting me In any j 

litigation against tn. crganlratlon. It Mr. Flynn «.r. to | 

3 i ssslst me he would again be subjected to "talr gane. Mr. 

a ii 
1 1 

Mlscavlge would be wise to rescind all these Illegal 

i i 

7 !i contracts and discontinue his abuse of the legal process and 

* 3 totally ellnlnate fron nis organisation the doctrine and 

9 j practice of talr game, and not aerely deny Its existence. 

1 - 1 
15. Mr. Mleoavlg. clalxs to know a great deal about 

1 
1* the IMS dropping .. a. a witness because ot nls videotapes. 

> 12 in truth I was not dropped as a witness at all. and ay 

credibility, despite sore than twelve years ot nls 

M organisation's attaoka on It, la Intact. One of the 

I '''^' 15 conditions of the 1986 "sattleaent" with Mr. Mlscavlge's 

'6 1 organisation wa. that In ordar for the organisation to 

1 
17 discontinue tn. "fair gaa." against Mr. Flynn I had to sign 

18 a knowingly tala, affidavit, ...antlally stating that Mr. 

19 Mlsoavlge's naw raglaa had dlacontlnuad the organisation's 

20 crlalnal aetlvitlea. Mr. Flynn clalaed that tha 

21 
organisation had already trl«l to aurdar him and ha felt nls 

22 Ilf. and hi. faally ««• m <««*«• ^ h.ll.v.d Mr. 

23 Flynn bnoaua. I had .y..lt Men th. target of fair g^s. tor 

24 five years by then «id had llkwle. Own threatened with 

25 
murder. I, along with eeveral other ot Mr. Flynn's clients. 

■ 26 therefor, signal these tala, affidavit, which the 

27 
org«>ls.tloh had prepared. The org«ils.tlon then filed the 

^ 28 
j false affidavit. In It. IMS litigations. Mr. Mleoavlg. 

- 

1 13 
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much of the IRS granting his organization tax exempt 

status, our government's turning its bacit on this 

organization's thousands of victims and apparently ignoring 

its obnoxious, irreligious and criminal core nature, 

however, does not maite this victimization and antisocial. 

nature either right or religious. 

16. Mr. Miscavige also claims that Scientology s 

philosophy and practice of opportunistic hatred, called 

-fair game" by L. Ron Hubbard, its originator, doesn't 

exist. It does. 

1 declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws 

of the State of California that the foregoing is true and 

correct. 

Executed at San Anselmo, California, on February 22. 

1994. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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EILED 
JUN22S4 ' 
^ }■ Savnt, 

^0x4^ 
ft ao5i£ u, HAjrr. ccvrr 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR TEE COUirrY OF LOS ANGELES 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff, 

No. C 420153 

ME.MORANDCM OF 
INTZNTED DECISION 

GERALD ARNSTRONG, 

MARY SUE HU3SARD,- 

Defendant. 

-.Intervener. 

- 20 In this matter heretofore taken under submission, the 

Court announces its intended decision as follows: 

22 As to the tort causes of action, plaintiff, and plaintiff 

23 in intervention are to take nothing, and defendant is entitled 

24 to Judgment and costs. 

23 As to the equitable actions, the court finds that neither 

26 plaintiff has clean hands, and that at least as of this time, 

27 are not entitled to the immediate return of any'document or 

28 ' objects presently retained by the court clerk. All exhibits 

/z^z. 
- 1 - 

exhibit H 3 

M 1 
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recei'ved in ev.^ence or narked for identi nation, unless 

specifically ordered sealed^, are natters of public record and 

shall b« available fcr public inspection or use to the sar.e 

extent that any such exhibit would be available in any other 

lawsuit. In other words they are to be treated henceforth no 

differently thari similar exhibits in other cases in Superior 

Court. Furthermore, the “inventory list and description," cf 

materials turned over by Armstrong’s•attorneys to the court, 

shall not be considered or deemed to be confidential, private, 

or under seal. 

All Other documents or objects presently in the possession 

cf the clerk (not marked herein as court exhibits) shall be 

retained by the clerk, subject to the same orders as are 

presently in effect as to sealing and inspection, until such 

time as trial court proceedings are concluded as to the severed 

cross ccmplaint.' For the purposes of this Judgment, conclusion 

will occur -when any motion for a new trial has been denied, or 

the time wi^.in such a motion must be brought has expired , . 

without such a motion being made. At that time, all documents 

neither received in evidence, nor marked for identification 

only, shall be released by the clerk to plaintiff's 

representatives. Hotwithstanding this order, the parties may 

1. Exhibits in evidence No..500-40; JJJ; TJH; LLL; MMN; 
NNN; OOO; PPP; QQQ; RRA; and 500-QCOO. 

• 

Exhibits for identification only No. JJJJ; Series 
500-DDDD, EEEE, FFFF, GGGG, HHHH, IIII, NNNN-1 ,• OOOO, ZZZZ, 
CCCCC, GGGGG,_IIIII, TKEEE, LLLLL, OOOOO, PPPPP, QCQOQ, BBBBBE, 
OOOOOO, BBBBBBB. 

■HTjTtT- K 
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a w ar.y 't2-se by wxi^'ten stipulation filed with the clerk obtain 

release of any or all such ur.used materials. 

ind his counsel are free to speak or corrjnunicate 

upon any of Defendant Xmstrcng's recollections of his life as 

a Scientologist or the contents of any exhibit received in 

evidence or inarked for identification and not specifical ly 

ordered sealed. As to all documents, and other materials held 

under seal by the clerk, counsel and the defendant shall remain 

subject to the same injunctions as presently exist, at least 

until the conclusion of the proceedings on the cross complaint. 

However, in any other legal proceedings in which defense 

counsel, or any of them, is of record, such counsel shall have 

the right to discuss exhibits under seal, or their contents, if 

such is reasonably necessary and incidental to the proper 

representation of his or her client. 

turther, if any court of competent jurisdiction orders . 

“defendant or his attorney to testify concerning the fact of..any 

such exhibit, document, object, or its contents, such testimony 

shall be given, and no violation of this order will occur. 

Likewise, defendant and his counsel may discuss the contents of 

any documents under seal or of any matters as to which this 

court has found to be privileged as between the parties hereto, 

with any duly constituted Go.vemmental Law Enforcement Agency 

or submit any exhibits or declarations thereto concerning such 

document or materials, without violating- any order of this 

court. 

/// 

/// 
jZ.*' 

- 3 - 
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CO _c will retain jurisdictic co enforce, nodify, 

^es^-Lnate any injunction* included within the 

Judgment. 

Counsel for defendant is ordered to prepare, serve, and 

* -udgnent on the Complaint and Complaint in Intervention, 

and Statement of Decision if timely and properly requested, 

consistent with the court's intended decision. 

Discussion 

The court has found the facts essentially as set forth in 

defendant's trial brief, which as modified, is attached as an 

appendix to this memorandum. In addition the court finds that 

while wording for L.R. Hubbard (hereinafter referred to as 

LRH] , the defendant also had an informal eotployer~employee 

relationship with plaintiff Church, but had permission and 

authority from plaintiffs and LRU to provide Omar Garriscn with 

every document or object that was made available to Kr. -t.-.. ■ >'• 

and further, had permission 'from Omar Garrison to"'".'- 

take and deliver to his attorneys the documents and materials 

which were subsequently delivered to them and thenceforth into 

the custody of the County Clerk. 

Church has made out a prima facie case of 

conversion (as bailee of the materials) , breach of fiduciary 

<iuty, and breach of confidence (as the former employer who 

provided confidential materials to its then employee for. 

certain specific purposes, which the employee later used for 

o^er purposes to plaintiff’s detriment). Plaintiff Mary Jane 

Hubbard has likewise made out a prima facie case of conversion 

/ 2-S^ ■ ’ ■ . 
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and invasic . privacy (misuse by a p- .1 o£ private natters 

entrusted to him for certain specific purposes only). 

^®‘®ndant has asserted various theories of defense, 

the baste thrust of his testimony is that he did what he did, 

because he believed that his,life, physical and mental well 

being, as well as that of his wife were threatened because the 

organization was aware of what he knew about the life of L?J-, 

the secret machinations and financial activities of the Church, 

and his dedication to the truth. He believed that the only way 

he could defend himself, physically as well as from harassing 

lawsuits, was to taJee from Omar Garrison those materials which 

would support and corroborate everything that he had been 

saying within the Church about LKS and the Church, or refute 

the allegations made against him in the April 22 Suppressive 

Person Declare. Be believed that the only way he could be sure 

that the documents would remain secure for his future use was 

to send them to his attorneys, and that to protect himself, he 

"had to go public so as to minimize the risk that LRB, the . 

Church, or any of their agents would do him physical harm. 

This conduct if reasonably believed in by defendant and 

engaged in by him in good faith, finds support as a defense to 

- the plaintiff’s charges in the Restatements of Agency, Torts, 

and case law. 

Restatement of Agency, Second, provides: 

'Section 395f: An agent is privileged to reveal 

information confidentially acquired by him in the course 

of his agency in the protection of a superior interest of 

himself or a third person. 

- 5 - 
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*S«ct,ion 418; Aj; agent is privileced to protect 

*^^*”**^5 of his own which are superior to those of the 

principal, even though he does so at the expense of the 

Principal's interest or in disobedience to his orders." 

P.estatenent of torts. Second, section 271: 

■One is privileged to conait an act which would 

otherwise be a trespass to or a conversion of a chattel in 

the possession of another, for the purpose of defending 

himself or a third person against the other, under the 

same conditions which would afford a privilege to inflict 

harmful or offensive contact upon the other for the same 

purpose." 

The Restatement of Torts, Second, section 652a, as well as 

case lav, mahe it clear that not all invasions of privacy are 

unlawful or tortious. It is only when the invasion is 

unreasonable that it becomes actionable. Hence, the trier of 

fact inust engage in a balancing test, weighing the nature and 

extent of the invasion, as against the purported justification 

therefore to determine whether in a given case, the particular 

invasion or intrusion was unreasonable. 

In addition the defendant has asserted as a defense the 

principal involved in the case of Willig v. Gold, 75 

Cal.Xpp.2d, 809, 814, which holds that an agent has a right or 

privilege to disclose his principal's dishonest acts to the 

party prejudicially affected by them. 

Plaintiff Church has asserted and obviously has certain 

rights arising out of- the Tirst Amendment. Thus, the court 

cannot, and has not, inquired into or attempted to evaluate the 

- 6 - 
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merits, accuracy, or truthfulness of Scientology or any of its 

precepts as a religion. First A.T.end.T,ent rights, however, 

be utilized bv the Church or its nerhers, as a sword to 

preclude the defendent, whoa the Church is suing, fron 

defending himself. Therefore, the actual practices of the 

Church or its members, as it relates to the reasonableness of 

the defendant’s conduct and his state of mind are relevant, 

admissible, and have been considered by the court. 

..As indicated by its factual findings, ^the court finds the_ 

testimony of Gerald and Jocelyn Armstrong, Laurel Sullivan, 

Nancy Dincalcis, Edward Walters, Omar Garrison, Kjma Douglas, 
• « 

and Howard Schomer to be credible, extremely persuasive, and 

the defense of privilege or justification established and 

corroborated by this evidence. Obviously, there are some 

discrepancies or variations in recollections, but these are the 

normal problems which arise from lapse of time, or from 

different people viewing matters or events from different 

perspeotives. ' In all critical and important matters, their 

testimony was precise, accurate, and rang true. The picture 

painted by these former dedicated Scientologists, all of whom 

.were intimately involved with LRH, or Mary Jane Hubbard, or of 

the Scientology Organization, is on the one hand pathetic, and 

on the other, outrageous. Each of these persons literally gave 

years of his or her respective life in support of a man, LRH, 

and his ideas. Each has manifested a waste and loss or 

frustration which is incapable of description. Each has broken 

vith the movement for a variety of reasons, but at the same 

time, each is, still bound by the knowledge that the Church has 

/Z^ - 
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in its posse. jn his or her most inner jughts and 

confessions, all recorded in "pre-dear (P.c.) folders* or 

other security files of the .organization, and that the Church 

cr its cinions is fully capable of intimidation or other 

physical cr psychological abuse if it suits their ends. The 

record is replete with evidence of such abuse. 

In 1970 a police agency of the French Government ccr.ducced 

an investigation into Scientology and concluded, "this sect, 

under the pretext of ’freeing humans' is nothing in reality but 

a vast enterprise to extract, the siaximum’amount of money from" 

its adepts by (use of) pseudo-scientific theories, by (use of) 

’auditions' and 'stage settings' (lit. to create a theatrical 

scene') pushed to extremes (a machine to detect lies, its own 

particular phraseology . . ), to estrange adepts from their 

families and to exercise a Jcind of blacJonail against persons 

who do net wish to continue with this sect."^ From the 

evidence presented to this court in 1984 , at the very least, 

'similar conclusions can be drawn. In addition to violating a.td 

abusing its own members civil rights, the organization over the 

with its "Fair Game* doctrine has harassed and abused 

those persons not in the Church whom it perceives as enemies. 

The organization clearly is schizophrenic end paranoid, and 

s ^issrre coiabination seems to be a reflection of its 

founder LBH. The evidence portrays e man who has been 

virtually a pathological liar when it comes to his history. 

2. Exhibit 500-HSEEB. 

- 8 - 
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background, - achievements. The writ. jS and documents i 

^'2 

evidence additionally zeflecz his egoism, greed, avarice, lust 

for pcwer, and vindictiveness and aggressiveness against 

persons perceived by him to be disloyal or hostile. At the 

same time it appears that he is charismatic and highly capable 

of motivating, organizing, controlling, manipulating, and 

inspiring his adherents. He has been referred to during the 

trial as a "genius," a "revered person," a man who was "viewed 

by his followers in awe." Obviously, he is and has been a very 

complex person, and that complexity is further reflected in his 

alter ego, the Church of Scientology, notwithstanding 

protestations to the contrary, this court is satisfied that LRH 

r'uns the Church in all ways through the Sea Organization, his 

role of CosKodore, and the Coimodore's Messengers.^ He has, of 

course, chosen to go into "seclusion," but he maintains contact 

and control through the top messengers. Seclusion has its 

light'and dark side too. • 'It adds to his mystique, and yet I' . 

'shields him from accountability and subpoena'or'service of - 

suszncns. 

UUl's wife, Mary Sue Hubbard is also a plaintiff herein. 

On the one hand she certainly appeared to be a pathetic 

' individual. She was forced from her post as Controller, 

convicted and isprisoned as a felon, and deserted by her 

husband. On the other hand her credibility leaves much to be 

desired. She struck the familiar pose of not seeing, hearing. 

3. See Exhibit K: Flag Order 372S - IS September 1978 
"Coconodore' s Messengers.” 

- 9 - 
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or Jcr.owing t evil. Yet she was the hw. - of the Guardian 

Office for years and ar.cng other things, authored the infar.cus 

order GO 121669*^ which directed culling of supposedly 

confidential P.c. files/folders for purposes of internal 

security. in her testiaony she expressed the feeling that, 

defendant by delivering the documents, writings, letters to his 

attorneys, subjected her to mental rape. The evidence is clear 

and the court finds that defendant and Omar Garrison had 

permi ssion to utilize these documents for the purpose of 

Garrison’s proposed biography. The only other persons who were 

shown any of the documents were defendant’s attorneys, the 

Douglasses, the Dincalcis, and apparently some documents 

specifically affecting LRH ’s son -Nibs,* were shown to -Nibs." 

The Douglasses and Dincalcises were disaffected Scientologists 

who had a concern for their own safety and mental security, and 

were much in the same situation as defendant. They had not 

been declared as suppressive, but Scientology had their P.C. 

folders, as well as other confessions, ’and they were extremely ' 

apprehensive. They did not see very many of the documents, and 

it IS not entirely clear which they saw. At any rate Mary Sue 

Hubbard did not appear to be so much distressed by this fact, 

as by the fact that Armstrong had given the documents to 

Michael Flynn, whom the Church considered its foremost 

4. Exhibit AAA. 

1«TI1»T. rs 7aj /V 
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• ” However, just as the plai...ciffs have First 

Anen<ir*.ent rights, the defendant has a Constitutional right to 

an attorney of his own choosing. In legal contenplation the 

fs-ci that defendant selected Mr. Flynn rather than sene ether 

lawyer cannot by itself be tortious. In determining whether 

the defendant unreasonably invaded Mrs. Hubbard's privacy, the 

court is satisfied the invasion was slight, and the reasons and 

justification for defendant's conduct manifest. Defendant was 

told by Scientology to get an attorney. He was declared an 

enemy by the Church. Be believed, reasonably, that he was 

subject to "fair game." The only way he could defend himself, 

his integrity, and. his- wife was to taXe that which was 

available to him and place it in a safe harbor, to wit, his 

lawyer's custody. Be may have engaged in overXill, in the 

sense that he took voluminous materials, some'of which appear 

only marginally relevant to his defense. But he was not a 

. lawyer and cannot be held to 'that precise standard of judgment 

Further, at the time that he was accumulating the material;" he 

was terrified and undergoing severe emotional turmoil. The 

court is satisfied that he did not unreasonably intrude upon 

Mrs. Hubbard's privacy under the circumstances by in effect 

simply making his knowledge that of his attorneys. It is, of 

course, rather ironic that the person who authorised G.O. orde 

1216 69 should complain about an invasion of privacy. The 

5. *Mo, X think my emotional distress and upset is the 
fact that someone took papers and materials without my 
authorization and then gave them to your Mr. Flynn." 
Reporter's Transcript', p. 1006. 
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-practice o£ cuxiing supposedly confidenta- 'P.C. folders or 

files’ to obtain information for purposes of intinidation 

and/or harassment is repugnant and outrageous. The Guardian's' 

Office, which plaintiff headed, was no respcctor of anyone's 

civil rights, particularly that of privacy. Plaintiff .hary Sue 

Hubbard's cause of action for conversion must fail for the same 

reason as plaintiff Church. The documents were all together in 

Omax Garrison's possession. There was no rational way the 

defendant could make ajny distinction. 

Insofar as the return of documents is concerned, matters 

which are still under seal may have evidentiary value in the 

trial of the cross complaint or in other third party 

litigation. By the time that proceedings on the cross 

complaint are concluded, the court's present feeling is that 

those documents or objects not used by that time should be 

returned to plaintiff. However, the court will reserve 

j-sdiction to reconsider that should circumstances warrant. 

Gated: rune , .19 8 4 

PAUL G. brecxzi;r;o^, jr. 
Judge of the Superior Court 
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Appendix 

Defendant Axnstrong was involved with Scientology from 

196S through 1981, a period spanning 12 years. During t.hat 

time he was a dedicated and devoted member who revered the 

founder, L. Ron Hubbard. There was little that Defendant 

Xmstrong would not do for Hubbard or the Organization. He 

gave up formal education, one-third of' his life, money and 

anything he could give in order to further the goals of 

Scientology, goals he believed were based upon the truth, 

honesty, integrity of Hubbard and the Organization. 

From 1971 thorough 1981, Defendant Armstrong was a member 

of the Sea Organization, a group of highly trained 

scientologists who were considered the upper echelon of the 

Scientology organization. During those years he was placed in 

various locations, but it was never made clear to him exactly 

which Scientology corporation he was working for. Defendan- 

Xrmstrong understood that, ultimately, he was working fori. 

Ron Hubbard, who controlled all Scientology finances, 

personnel, and operations while Defendant was in the Sea 

Organization. 

Beginning in 1979 Defendant Armstrong resided at Gilman 

Hot Springs, California, in Hubbard’s "Household Unit." The 

Household Unit took care of the personal wishes and needs of 

Hubbard at many levels. Defendant Armstrong acted as the L. 

Ron Hubbard Renovations In-Charge and was responsible for 

renovations, decoration, and maintenance of Hubbard’s home and 

office'at Gilm^ Hot -Springs. 

/// 
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In January of 1980 there was an announceraent of a possible 

raid to be made by the FBI or other law enforcement acencies of 

the property. Everyone on the property was required by 

H'ubbard's representatives, the Commodore's Messengers, to go 

documents located on the property and "vet" or 

destroy anything which showed that Hubbard controlled 

Scientology organizations, retained financial control, or was 

issuing orders to people at Gilman Hot Springs. 

-A co:=ercial paper shredder _was rented and operated day 

and night for two weeks to destroy hundreds of thousands of 

F*5es of documents. 

During the period of shredding, Brenda Black, the 

individual responsible for storage of Hubbard's personal 

belongings at Gilman Hot Springs, came to Defendant Armstrong 

vith a box of documents and asked whether they were to be 
A 

shredded. Defendant Armstrong reviewed the documents and found 

^hat they consisted of a wide variety of documents including 

Hubbard's personal papers, diaries, and other writings froa'a 

ti.me before he started Dianetics in 1950, together with 

documents belonging to third persons which had apparently been 

stolen by Hubbard or his agents. Defendant Armstrong took the 

documents from Ms. Black and placed them in a- safe location on 

the property. Be then searched for and located another twenty 

or more boxes containing similar materials, which were poorly 

maintained. 

On January 8, 1980, Defendant Armstrong wrote a petition 

to Hubbard revesting his permission to perform the research 

for a biography to be done about his life. The petition states 



that Defendant . rrastrong had located the subject materials and 

lists c£ a nunvber of activities he'wished to perform in 

ccnnection with the biography research. 

approved the petition, and Defendant Armstrong 

becarae the L. Ron Hubbard Personal Relations Officer P.esearcher 

(PPRO Res). Defendant claias that this petition and its 

approval forms the basis for a contract between Defendant and 

Hubbard. Defendant Armstrong's supervisor was then Laurel 

_Sullivan, L. Ron E'ubbard’s Personal Public Relations Officer. 

During the first part of 1980, Defendant Armstrong moved 

all of the L. Ron Hubbard Archives materials he had located at 

Gilman Hot Springs to an office in the Church of Scientology 

Cedars Complex in Los Angeles. These laaterials comprised 

approximately six file cabinets. Defendant Armstrong had 

located himself in the Cedars Complex, because he was also 

involved in. "Mission Corporate Category Sort-Out," a mission to 

worh cut legal strategy. Defendant Armstrong was involved with 

this mission until June* of 1980. ^■ mr—- 

It was also during this early part of 1980 that Hubbard 

left the location in Gilman Hot Springs, California, and went 

into hiding. Although Defendant Armstrong was advised by 

Laurel Sullivan that no one could communicate with Hubbard, 

Defendant Armstrong luicw that the ability for communication 

existed, because he had forwarded materials to Hubbard at his 

request in mid-1980. 

Because of this purported inability to communicate with 

Hubbard, Defendant Armstrong's request to purchase biographical 

materials' of Hubbard from people who offered them for sale went 

rs 7.*j 
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to this COBCTOC,. 's Messenger Organireticn, the personal 

re?re5entatives of Hubbard. 

In June of 19S0 Defendant Armstrong became involved in the 

selection of a writer for the Hubbard biography. Defendant 

7»r-r.strcng learned that Hubbard had approved of a biography 

proposal prepared by Omar Garrison, a writer who was not a 

aember of Scientology. Defendant Armstrong had meetings with 

Mr-. Garrison regarding the writing of the biography a.nd what 

' d.ccumentation and assistance would be made available to him. . _ 

As understood by Mr. Garrison, Defendant Armstrong represented 

Hubbard in these discussions. 

Mr. Garrison was advised that the research material he 

-would have at his disposal were Hubbard's personal archives. 

Mr. Garrison would only undertake a writing of the biography if 

the materials provided to him were from Hubbard's personal 

• archives, and only if his manuscript was subject to the 

-approval of Hubbard himself. __ _ 

In October of 19 80 Mr. Garrison~cane to Lo.<« Angeles and 

was toured through the Hubbard archives materials that 

Defendant Axmstxong had assembled up to that time. This was an 

important "selling point" in obtaining Mr. Garrison's agreement 

to write the biography. On October 30, 1980,- an agreement was 

entered into between Ralston-Pilot, ncv. F/S/O Omar V. 

Garrison, and AOSE DR Publications of Copenhagen, Denmark, for 

the writing of e biography of Hubbard. 

Paragraph lOB of the agreement states that: 

"Pul^isher 'shall use its best efforts to provide 

Author with an office, an officer assistant and/or 

m ... 
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^®search assistant, ofSice supplies and any needed 

archival and intcrvirr.atenals in connection wit,h 

the writing of the v;or>:." 

The "research assistant" provided to Mr. Garrison was 

Defendant Ar-rr.strcng. 

During 19S0 Defendant Amstrong exchanged correspondence 

with Intervener regarding the biography project. Following his 

approval by Hubbard as biography researcher. Defendant 

Amstrong wrote to Intervenor on February 5 , 1980, advising her 

of the scope of the project. In the letter Defendant stated 

that he had found documents which included Hubbard's diary from 

his Orient trip, poems, essays from his youth, and several 

personal letters, as well as other things. 

By letter of February 11, 1980, Intervenor responded to 

Defendant, acknowledging that he would be cariy'ing out the 

'duties of Biography Researcher. 

_.: •On'October' lA, 19 80 ,‘Defendant Armstrong again wrote to ■ 

Intervenor, updating her"'6ri“"Arch'ives'materials" and proposing 

certain guidelines for the handling of those materials. 

It was Intervenor who, in early 1981, ordered certain 

biographical materials from "Controller Archives" to be 

delivered to Defendant Amstrong. These materials consisted of 

several letters written by Hubbard in the 1920's and 1930's, 

Hubbard's Boy Scout books, and materials, several old Hubbard 

family photographs, a diary kept by Bxibbard in his youth, and 

several other items. 

Defendant Armstrong received these materials upon the 

order of Intervenor, following bis letter of October 15, 1880, 

Trrr»%T- n i-fi 
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to her in whicn Defendant stated, at pagt that there 

naterials in the "Ccntroller Archives' that would be helpful to 

hir. in the biography research. 

After these materials were delivered to Defendant 

Arr.strcr.g, Intervener was removed froc her Scientology position 

of Controller in 1981, presunably because of her conviction for 

the felony of obstriaction of justice in connection with the 

Scientology documents from various government offices 

and agencies in Washington, D.C. 

During the time Defendant Armstrong worked on the 

biography project and acted as Hubbard Archivist, there was 

never any mention that he was not to be dealing with Hubbard's 

P*“S^®nal documents or that the delivery of those documents to 

Kr. Garrison was not authorised. 

For the first year or more of the Hubbard biography and 

archive project, funding came from Hubbard's personal staff 

unit at Gilman Hot Springs, California. In early 1981, 

however. Defendant Armstrong's supervisor. Laurel Sullivan, ' 

ordered him to request that funding come from what was known as 

Reserves. Approval for this change in funding came 

from the SZA Org Reserves Chief and Watch Dog Conroittee, the 

top Consnodores Messenger Organication unit, who were Hubbard's 

personal representatives. 

From Hovember of 1980 through 1981, Defendant Armstrong 

worked closely with Mr. Garrison, assembling Hubbard's archives 

into logical categories, copying them and arranging the copies 

the. Archives materials into bound volumes. Defendant 

Armstrong made two copies of almost all documents copied for 

n 7-13 
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Hr- Garrison - one for Hr. Garrison and tne other to rexai.-. in 

H’ibbard Archives for reference or recopying. Defendant 

Armstrong created approninately 400 binders of doccT.ents. The 

vast r.a^.crity of the documents for Mr. Garri son came from 

Hubbard's personal Archives, of which Defendant Armstrong was 

in charge. Materials which came from other Archives, such as 

rhe Controller Archives, were provided to Defendant Armstrong 

by Scientology staff members who had these documents in their 

care. 

It was not until late 1981 that Plaintiff was to provide a 

person to assist on the biog'raphy project by providing Mr. 

Garrison with "Guardian Office’ materials, otherwise described 

as technical materials relating to the operation of 

Scientology. The individual appointed for this task was Vaughn 

Young. Controller Archives and Guardian Office Archives hac. no 

connection to the Hubbard Archives, which Defendant Armstrong 

created and maintained as Hubbard's personal materials. ' " 

In addition to the assemblage of Hubbard’s Archives, 

Armstrong worked continually on researching and 

assembling materials concerning Hubbard by interviewing dozens 

of individuals, including Hubbard's living aunt, uncle, and 

cousins. Defendant Armstrong did a geneology study of 

Hubbard’s family and collected, assembled, and read hu-ndreds of 

thousands of pages of documentation in Hubbard's Archives. 

During 1980 Defendant Armstrong reaiained convinced of 

Hubbard's honesty and integrity and believed that the 

representations he had made about himself in various 

publications were truthful. Defendant Armstrong was devoted to 
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■Huibard and was convinced that any infornation which he 

discovered to be unflattering of Hubbard or cor.tradictorv to 

what K'ubbard has said about hiaself, was a lie being spread by 

H'uboard s eneniies. Even when Defendant Armstrong located 

dcc-un'.ents in Hubbard's Archives which indicated that 

“--ons made by Hubbard and the Organization were 

untz-ue. Defendant Armstrong would find some means to •explain 

away"* the contradictory information. • 

Slowly, however, throughout 1981, Defendant Armstrong 

began to see that Hubbard and the Organization had continuously 

lied about Hubbard's past, his credentials, and his 

accomplishments. Defendant Armstrong believed, in good faith, 

^he only means by which Scientology could succeed in what 

Defendant Armstrong believed was its goal of creating an 

ethical environment on earth, and the only way Hubbard could be 

his critics, would be for Hubbard and the Organization 

to discontinue the lies about Hubbard's past, his credentials, 

and accomplishments. Defendant Armstrong resisted any public 

relations piece or announcement about Hubbard which the L. Ron 

Hubbard Public Relations Bureau proposed for publication which 

was not factual. Defendant Armstrong attempted to change and 

make accurate the various "about the author" sections in 

books, and further. Defendant rewrote or critiqued 

several of these and other publications for the L. Ron Hubbard 

Public Relations Bureau and various Scientology Organizations. 

Defendant Armstrong believed and desired that the Scientology 

Organization and its leader discontinue the perpetration of the 

/// • 
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reassive fraud upon the innocent followers of Scientolo9y, and 

the public at large. 

Because of Defendant Amistronc's actions, in late Ncve.rber 

of 19S1, Defendant was requested to come to Gilman Eot Springs 

by Ccrmcdore Messenger Organization Executive, Cirrus Slevin. 

Defendant Armstrong was ordered tc undergo a "security check," 

which involved Defendant Armstrong's interrogation while 

connected to a crude Scientology lie detector machine called an 

Z-neter. - - . . -. — - ... 

*he Organization wished to determine what materials • ^ 

Defendant Armstrong had provided to Omar Garrison. 'Defendant 

Armstrong was struck by the realization that the Organization 

would not work with him to correct the numerous fraudulent 

representations made to followers of Scientology and the public 

about L. Ron Hubbard and the Organization itself. Defenda.nt 

Armstrong, who, for twelve years of his life, had placed his 

- .'r • -i • • 

complete and full trust in Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard a.nd the 

Scientology Organization, saw that his trust had no meaning and 

that the massive frauds perpetrated about Hubbard's past, 

credentials, end accomplishments would continue to be spread. 

Less than three weeks before Defendant Armstrong left 

Scientology, he wrote a letter to Cirrus Slevin on November 25, 

19 81, in which it is clear that his intentions in airing the 

inaccuracies, falsehoods, and frauds regarding Hubbard were 

done in good faith. In his letter he stated as follows: 

"If we present inaccuracies, hyperbole 

— or downright lies as fact or truth, it 

doesn't matter what slant we give them, if 
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disproved the laan will look, to outsiders 

least, like a charlatan. This is what 

trying to preve.nt a.nd v/.hat I've been 

working on the past year and a half. 

•and that is why I said to Norman that 

it is up to us to insure that everything 

which goes out about LRH is one hundred 

percent accurate. That is not to say that 

opinions can't be voiced, they can. And 

they can contain all the hype you want. 

But they should not be construed as facts. 

Xnd anything stated as a fact should be 

docucentable. 

•we are in a period when 

'investigative reporting' -.is popular, and 

when there is relatively easy access to 

documentation on a person. He can't delude 

ourselves I believe, if we want to gain 

public acceptance and cause some betterme.nt 

in society, that we can get away with 

statements, the validity of which we don't 

know. 

•The.real disservice to LRH, and the 

ultimate laake-wrong is to go on assuming 

that everything he's ever written or said 

— is one- hundred percent accurate and publish 

it as such without verifying it. I'm 

/f3 - 10 



4675 
■tallying here about biographical or 

non-technical writings. This only leads, 

should any of his statements turn out to be 

inaccurate, to a r.aJce-wrong of him, and 

consequently his technology. 

"That's what I'n trying to remedy and 

prevent. 

_say that LKH is not capable of 

hype, errors or lies is certanly ‘sici not 

granting hia much of a beingness. To 

continue on with the line that he has never 

erred nor lied is counterproductive. It is 

an unreal attitude and too fax removed from 

both the reality an.d people in general that 

it would widen public unacceptance. 

.'That is why I feel the 

falsities must be corrected, and why we 

must verify our facts and present them in a 

favorable light." 

The remainder of the letter contains examples of facts 

about Eubbard which Defendant Armstrong found to be wholly 

untrue or inaccurate and which were represented as true by the 

Hubbards and the Scientology Organization. 

In December of L9 81 Defendant Armstrong made the decision 

to leave the Church of Scientology. In order to continue in 
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his crcm-it-ment ro Euibard ar.d Kr. Garriscn in the biocraphy 

project, he ccpiei a large quantity of doc’i.-ents, which Kr. 

Ga.--iscn had requested or which would be useful to hin for the 

biography. Eefendant Arrr.strong delivered all of this naterial 

• Garrtscn the date he left the SZA Organization and keot 

nothing in his possession. 

Thereafter, Defendant Armstrong maintained friendly 

relations with Eubbard's representatives by returning to the 

Archives office and discussing the various categories of 

materials. In fact on February 24 , 1982 , Defendant Armstrong 

wrote to Vaughn Young, regarding certain materials Mr. Young 

was unable to locate for Omar Garrison. 

After this letter was written. Defendant Armstrong went to. 

the Archives office and located certain materials Mr. Garrison 

had wanted which Hubbard representatives claimed they could not 

• locate. •• --. ’ 

Defendant Armstrong left the SSA Organization,-^- 

' he'wa_sj_dis appointed with Scientology and Hubbard, and also-felt*- 

deceived by them. However, Defendant Armstrong felt he had no 

enemies and felt no ill will toward anyone in the Organization 

or Hubbard, but still believed that a truthful biography should 

be written. 

After leaving the SEA Organization, Defendant AFavstrong 

continued to assist Mr. Garrison with the Hubbard biography 

project. In the spring of 1982, Defendant Armstrong at Mr. 

Garrison's request, transcribed some of his interview tapes, 

copied some of the documentation he had, and assembled several 

more binders of copied materials. Defendant Armstrong also set 

7-IJ 
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up shelves for Mr. Garriscr. for all the .biography research 

aarerials, worked on a cross-reference systens, and continued 

to do library research for the biography. 

Cr. February 18 , 1982, the Church of Scientology 

issued a "Suppressive Person Declare Gerry 

Xrtnstrong," which is an official Scientology docuaent issued 

against individuals who are considered as enemies of the 

O^^ar.iration. Said Suppressive Person Declare charged that 

Defendant Armstrong had taken an unauthorized leave and that he 

was spreading destructive rumors about Senior Scientologists. 

Defendant Armstrong was unaware of said Suppressive Person 

Declare until April of 1982 . At that time a revised Declare 

was issued on April 22, 1982. Said Declare charged Defendant 

Armstrong with 18 different "Crimes and High Crimes and 

Suppressive Acts Against the Church." The charges included 

theft, juggling accounts, obtaining loans on money under false 

pretenses, promulgating false information about the Church , 

its founder, and members, and other untruthful allegations 

designed to make Defendant Armstrong an appropriate subject of 

the Scientology "Fair Game Doctrine." Said Doctrine allows any 

suppressive person to be "tricked, cheated, lied to, sued, or 

destroyed." 

The second declare was issued shortly after Defendant 

Armstrong attempted tc sell photographs of his wedding on board 

Hubbard's ship (in which Hubbard appears), and photographs 

belonging to seme of his friends, which also included photos of 

L.R. Hubbard while in seclusion. Although Defendant Armstrong 

delivered'the photographs to a Virgil Wilhite for sale, he 
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never received pej-r.ent: or return of his friend’s photographs. 

When he beca.2e aware that the Church had these photographs, he 

went to the Organisation to request their return. A loud and 

boisterous argnuoent ensued, and he eventually was told to leave 

the preruises and get an attorney. 

From his extensive knowledge of the oovert and 

intelligence operations carried out by the Church of 

Scie.ntology of California against its enemies (suppressive 

persons), Defendant Armstrong became terrified and feared that -- 

his life and the life of his wife were in danger, and he also 

feared he would be the target of costly and harassing lawsuits. 

In addition, Mr. Garrison became afraid for the security of the 

documents and believed that the intelligence network of the' 

Church of Scientology woxild break and enter his home to ' . 

them. Thus, Defendant Armstrong made copies of ■ ~ 

doc;^ents for Hr. Garrison and maintained them in a 

separate J.ccation.“.• ~ 
■ ■* - ' r— - • y. 

It was thereafter, in the summer of 1982, that Defendant 

®*^®^ Hr. Garrison for copies of documents to use in 

^®f®*'s® and sent the documents to his attorneys, Michael 

Flynn and Contos « Bunch. 

After the within suit was filed on August 2, 1382, 

Defendant Armstrong was the subject of harassment, including 

being followed and surveilled by individuals who admitted 

employment by Plaintiff; being assaulted by one of these 

individuals; being .struck bodily by a car driven by one of 

these individuals; having two attempts made by said individuals 

apparently to involve Defendant Armstrong in a freeway 
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autcT.cbile accident; having said individuals cone onto 

Defendant Arrastrcng's property, spy in his windows, create 

drsturbances, and upset his neighbors. During trial when it 

appeared that Ecward Schomer (a fonner Scientologist) night be 

a defense witness, the Church engaged in a scr.ewhat 

sophisticated effort to suppress his testimony. It is not 

hew the Church became aware of defense intentions to call 

Kr. Schomer as a witness, but it is abundantly clear they 

sought to entice him bach into the fold and prevent his 

testimony. 

jfV' - 15 - 
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find a better basket 

Gerald Arastrong, declare: 

1 am malting this declaration in response to allegations 

made by Scientology organization leaders, attorneys and agents in 

court proceedings and public media around the world concerning a 

1984 organization intelligence operation .targeting me, which has 

been called the '’Armstrong Operation." I am copyrighting this 

document prior to its use in court because it will, in addition 

to putting the organization's allegations into a proper context, 

form an outline for a screenplay I am writing. it is my story. 

2. After I left the organization at the end of 1981, the 

organization intelligence bureau assigned Dan Sherman, a Los 

Angeles spy story writer and Intel operative, to get close to me 

and become my frie.nd. which he did. I had been the intelligence 

Officer on board the "Apollo" with the organization's founder and 

supreme leader L. Ron Hubbard, had studied his intelligence 

policies and Guardian's Office-^^ intelligence materials, had an 

Mary = ® to 1981 by 

Its intelligence bureau. B-i. and the organization's total 

masJer^%S®Subbird<r Relnhard Gehlen, Hitler's spy 
^ s orders, after the conviction of ii top GO 

intelligence personnel. Including Mary Sue, for criminal ^ 

.a1=r 

" tSi GS^t^fuJctioni cpn'roi 
Oltice ot Sp.c?al 
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appreciation for that literary genre, and I was myself a writer, 

so Sherman and I had a real basis for a real friendship. 

J. Sherman told me he was no longer involved in 

Scientology, wanted nothing to do with it, saw it as a personal 

waste o* ..me, and also saw that its leaders were ruthless and 

dangerous, and claimed to be afraid of them finding out that he 

was friends with me. Sometime in 1982 or 1983 he told me that he 

was still in communication in a limited way with some of his old 

friends still in the organization. He described these friends as 

smart, reasonable and not fanatics. They were still 

Scientologists and worked on staff, but felt that organization 

-eaders were criminals. Having no allegiance to these leaders, 

Sherman's friends would occasionally tell him about conditions 

inside and their desire to end the organization's criminal 

activities. They said the conditions inside were oppressive and 

chaotic and they were at risk even talking to him because sec 

checks'‘‘ were rampant. 

*■ During th. 1984 tri«l of the organization's case 

against ae. Church of Scientology of California and M.ru s„. 

Hubbard Serald Armstrong, Los Angles Superior Court no. c 

*20153 ("Arnstrong Sherman told me that one of these' 

friends, whom he called "Joey," had told him that there was an 

electroosYc^owter ” f'f”9«lon. using Hubbard's 

could he brutal,•c%:!d%S*:rfor 

bado«!nr''J„";" 5“«“ons, tSrUte^Ini 
9 g, and could have disastrous results for the Interrogee. 
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actual group inside the organization who were dedicated to 

reforaing it because management had become suppressive. They 

..a..ed themselves the "Loyalists," claiming to be "loyal" to the 

preservation of the ideals of Scientology, "what worked." They 

a.so recognized that its leaders were criminal, crazy, dangerous, 

and not dedicated to those ideals but were acting to destroy 

them. The "Loyalists" wanted to take control in a well-planned, 

effective and peaceful action before some tragedy happened. They 

claimed to know of criminal activities and a key part of their 

plan was the documenting of these activities. 

5. Sherman said they were 35 in number, or at least there 

were 35 who knew they were "Loyalists." all smart, reasonable and 

not fanatics. Some of them were his old friends from B-i. Such’ 

persons tended to be smart, reasonable and often were not 

fanatics. The people whom I knew to be, including Hubbard, the 

organization leaders, prided themselves on their recognition of 

unreasonableness as a virtue, and maintained an abiding 

fanaticism to justify their abuses and keep their positions of 

power. Sherman was smart and gave every appearance of being 

reasonable and unfanatical. He said the Loyalists knew he was in 

communication with me and wanted to talk with me but were'afraid 

for their lives. This was not surprising to me because I knew 

from my own experiences that the organization had a brutal side 

and its leaders were dangerous, armed and desperate. Thus the 

first communications with the Loyalists were a few messages 

relayed by Sherman. They said that I had a proven record against 

Copyright © 1994 Gerald Arastrong 3 
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the organization, that my integrity had been unshakable and they 

wanted my help. 

6. A few days after the Armstrong I trial ended, Joey, 

wno, ^ xater .earned, was actually one David Kluge, made the 

rirst direct contact with me. a phone call to my home in Costa 

Mesa, California. He said the Loyalists knew I wanted my pc 

j-olders , that my folders were being moved on a certain day and 

that : could get them if I wanted. I told Kluge that even though 

the folders were mine the organization would claim, if it was 

discovered I had them, that I was accepting stolen property, so I 

had to decline his offer, I was also already booked, on the same 

day the Loyalists said they would get me my pc folders, to fly to 

London to testify in a child custody case*'^ involving 

^ folders, also called preclear or auditing files or 

^olders, contain the record of processes run and questions asked 

by t..e auditor (psychotherapist), E-Meter reads, and answers 

given and statements made by the preclear (or patient) during 

Scientology auditing (or psychotherapy) sessions. It was well 

known that I had opposed and exposed the organization’s misuse of 

information divulged by the organization's "preclears" (what were 

essentially psychotherapist-patient confidences) in auditing. I 

had been attempting to get the organization to deliver to me my 

pc folders throughout the Armstrong I litigation, and the misuU 

of auditing information was an issue in the Armstrong I trial. 

Jr. stated in his decision following 
A-Snstronq I trial: "[Mary Sue Hubbard] was the head 

Office for years and among other things, authored 
the Infamous order "GO 121669" which directed culling of 

supposedly confidential P.C. files/folders for the purposes of 

internal security." "The practice of culling supposedly 

confidential "P.C. folders or files" to obtain information for 

purposes of intimidation and/or harassment is repugnant and 

Guardian's Office, which plaintiff [Mary Sue 
••iubbard] headed, was no respector of anyone's civil rights, 
particularly that of privacy." 

4/ 
This Royal Courts of Justice case, known as Re: B and G 
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Scientology, and i told Kluge that I couldn't change my plans. 

When I returned from the uK, where, incidentally, j had 

ed by a pack of English private investigators working 

for t.ne organization, Kluge reestablished contact, and I 

communicated with nim or Sherman several times over the next few 

months. : was happy to be in communication with them, because 

I'm .happy to be in communication with anyone, and my relationship 

With the Loyalists, who were admitted Scientologists, seemed a 

spark of hope in the seemingly hopeless and threatening 

Scientology situation. 

3. I have believed and stated that when Scientologists 

have the freedom to communicate to the people their leaders label 

"enemies," Scientology will cease to have enemies. The 

organization's leaders prohibit their minions from communicating 

with me, thus I am their enemy. This prohibition is enforced 

with severe "ethics" punishment, which could easily include 

dec.Laring the person who dared to communicate with me a 

"suppressive" person, thus making him the target of the 

organization's philosophy and practice of opportunistic hatred 

Hubbard called "fair game." • 

9. I had lost my law office job because of the Armstrong l 

trial, which really ran from April into June, 1984, and I did not 

get another job for some months, so had considerable time on my 

*/ 

iWard^, resulted in a Judgment on July 23 

catning condemnation of organization policies and practices. 
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hands in the fall of 1934 to meet with Sherman and the Loyalists 

and do some of the things they wanted. I had begun to draw and 

write seriously during this period, and some of my writings 

concerned the Scientology battle and the Loyalists. My situation 

With the organization and the Loyalists was bizarre and 

psychologically traumatic, and this is reflected in my writings 

of the period. Thanks to, I believe, my growing faith in God I 

was given the gift of a healthy sense of humor and that too is a 

facet of my communications and writings during the period. 

10. In late July, 1934 the organization fed to the media 

the story, and fi..ed papers in various court cases, including 

— strong I, charging, that Michael Flynn, who had fought the 

organization's fair game tactics for five years, who had been my 

friend and attorney for two years and had Just successfully 

defended me in the ^strong I trial, was behind a plot to cash a 

forged check for $2,000,000.00 on one of Hubbard's accounts at 

Bank of New ingland. Sherman and Kluge communicated that the 

Loyalists knew Flynn was not involved, and that the organization 

leaders knew Flynn was unlnvolved but were framing him with the 

forgery. The Loyalists said that they were working inside the 

organization to acquire the proof of the frame-up, and that when 

they proved Flynn's Innocence they would be in a position to 

effectuate the reforms they sought. This was fine with me, 

because I fully believed that Flynn was innocent, and that the 

organization was framing him Just to be able to attack him to 

eliminate the threat he represented to its antisocial practices 
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and nature. 

xl. Over the next few nonths Sherman and Kluge communicated 

w.L.h me .egularly about the Loyalists' progress in documenting 

the truth about the Flynn frame-up. They claimed that all staff 

were searched before they could leave OSA or management offices, 

so it was hard to get any documents out. Nevertheless, on a 

couple of occasions Sherman and Joey gave me a page or two that 

had been smuggled out. I learned that a US Attorney in Boston 

had become involved in the investigation of the frame-up, and I 

passed whatever I got from the Loyalists to him through Flynn. 

12. One of the ideas which developed with the Loyalists in 

the early fall of 1984 was the possible filing of a lawsuit to 

take control of the organization from the "criminals," I saw 

this as an idea with merit, and could be the effective action t.he 

i-oyalists said they were looking for to avert a major 

organization tragedy. I told Flynn what they wanted and he 

drafted a "bare bones" complaint which I passed to them. 

Sherman, Kluge and I discussed the lawsuit concept on several 

occasions, both of them asking me for my ideas and I helped as I 

could within the limits of my knowledge, ability and imagination. 

13. The Loyalists then began discussing with me finding a 

financial "backer" for their lawsuit, basing this need on the 

likelihood that the bringing of the suit would freeze 

organization accounts, and the Loyalists would need operating 

capital. They claimed that the leaders had lots of money they 

had skimmed from the organization and squirreled away in their 
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own bank accounts, and the Loyalists were all staff members and 

thus broke. i couldn't help them with money, and knew of no one 

who might finanoe whatever they did, so they said that, because I 

understood the situation so well, and had a proven record, they 

wanted me to talk to and encourage some prospeotive backers with 

whom they were in touch. One day I got a call from Kluge, asking 

me to fly to Las Vegas to meet with such a person, a "rich 

Scientologist" who had been mistreated by the organization and 

with the Loyalists on their goal of reformation. 

Although on Kluge's instructions I purchased a plane ticket, I 

called off the trip before leaving because my lawyers warned me 

that I could be walking into a trap. 

14. There were many times during this period when I 

considered the possibility that I was walking into a trap. The 

thought arose in all my meetings with Kluge, and later with Mike 

Rinder, the second Loyalist I would meet. Their communications 

often didn't jibe with what they or Sherman had said on earlier 

occasions, and sometimes they said things which were downright 

stupid. I had no way of originating a commtinication to them, had 

no telephone numbers, no locations, no names, and no idea what 

any of them did. They had my address, phone number, knew exactly 

what I did, and could call me any time they wanted. They told me 

almost nothing, and wanted to know everything I knew. They 

claimed I had to be kept in the dark because of their fear for 

their lives, and for that reason I went along with their, even to 

me. strange behavior. 
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15. Because of their fear for their lives they depended on 

secrecy, duplicity and intelligence procedures and goals. 

Although i had been in intelligence in the organization and had 

the essential quality for the field; i.e., native intelligence, I 

had, after leaving the organization, come to the conclusion that 

Scientology's brand of intelligence; i.e.,, the secret world of 

data, duplicity, stealth, hidden intentions and hidden 

identities, was ineffective, unhealthy, unholy, and not my choice 

for howl would make my way through life and deal with my 

problems. Even Inside the organization, which is an 

intelligence-based group, I had urged those who were in positions 

to do something about it to open up, stop lying, disclose its 

leaders, divulge its secrets; because I felt that its lies, 

secrets, and secret orders from its secret leaders would only 

bring upon it more problems. After leaving the organization, a 

factor in my life which led to my faith in openness and freedom 

as opposed to secrecy and leverage, was all the testifying I did, 

in trial in Armstrong I and in B & G Wards, and in many days of 

depositions in several more Scientology-related cases. Also I 

knew that the organization's leaders, who had an undeniable 

determination to harm me, possessed my pc folders which contained 

every embarrassing Incident or thought in my life, and my lives 

back umpteen imposslbllllon years. These facts had resulted in a 

tendency in me at times during this period to not care what 

happened to me and to act a little wild and silly. 

16. Sometime during 1984 it came to me that what I was 
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following, and what was a far superior technology and faith than 

intelligence, or perhaps perfect intelligence, was guidance. i 

..ad been g.ven, before and after my asking, a desire to know my 

Creator, and I believe I received during this period some of His 

communications to me. Hubbard in his writings put no faith in 

his Creator, but put it in something of his own making, an 

intej.j.igence apparatus in which he was the secret leader with 

secret bank accounts, secret communication lines, secret codes, 

secret intentions, and secret lawyers to keep them all secret. I 

had come to know God a little, and understood that no matter how 

scary thi.ngs got I was in hands in which I was in no real danger. 

I could be shot, my body could be destroyed, I could be defamed 

and ruined, and I would still be in no real danger. And things 

did get scary for me in my dealings with Sherman and the 

Loyalists during this period. I picked up surveillance on a 

number of occasions, and there was the nagging strangeness of the 

loyalists' communications and the movie-like quality of this play 

in which I was being played with. I still retained my intellect 

and acted with good sense most of the time, but a shift was 

occurring in my mind and soul. I began to walk deliberately into 

danger, but I was also new at this approach to life, and'as yet a 

iittle foolhardy and undisciplined, and these facts too are 

reflected in my writings and actions of the period. 

17. Sherman's and Kluge's interest was intelligence and 

they didn't want to hear much of my philosophy of guidance, 

courage and openness, so I turned my mind to the intelligence 
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game, and as always happens when I turn ray mind to any subject, I 

had ideas. Some of these ideas I communicated to the Loyalists, 

some i. wrote down, some were only funny. Our meetings had a 

secretive, spy story feel to them, partly because of the danger 

the Loyalists said they were in and the danger I was in anyone 

would say, partly because of the subject matter we discussed, and 

partly because of the settings in which we met. Sherman insisted 

that I couldn't come to his home, so we met on mamy occasions in 

the bird sanctuary in Griffith Parle. My first meeting with Kluge 

was in a cemetery in Glendale. I met him two more times in early 

November at different locations in Griffith Park, and then met 

with Kinder two times in late November at two more locations in 

the park. 

18. Sherman told me around October. 1984 that the Loyalists 

had found a potential backer, a woman named Rene, another "rich 

Scientologist," who he said had been horribly hurt by the 

organization. He said he knew her personally and considered her 

a good and trusted friend. He said that she owned a publishing 

company which printed calendars, that he had told her about my 

artwork and writing, and that she wanted to see some of my 

materials for possible publication. Following our first meeting 

in Griffith Park Kluge took me to the Sheraton Grand Hotel in 

downtown Lcs Angeles to meet her. I took along a file of some of 

my work and left it with her. In my meeting with her she wanted 

to know my perspective on the lawsuit idea and my thoughts on 

removing the organization's criminal leadership. 

j 

Ct m Tt 

Copyright @ 1994 Gerald Arastrong 11 



4Gfl3 

19. While claiming that the Loyalists wanted to take legal 

action to bring about a safe transfer of power, both Sherman and 

Kluge also claimed that they didn't know anything about legal 

matters, nor any of the organization's litigations, and that 

there were other people higher up in the Loyalist network who 

were trained in legal, stayed abreast of the organization's 

litigation battles, and had an understanding of the Loyalists' 

legal options and an overview of their plan which Sherman and 

Kluge didn't have. Coupled with their claimed need to keep me in 

the dark for fear of their lives, their assertions of ignorance 

of legal matters caused considerable frustration in me and in our 

communications. As a result, I requested in a number of 

communications to speak to their "best legal mind." 

20. Finally the Loyalists said that their legal expert 

would meet me and a rendezvous was set up. again In Griffith 

Park. The "legal expert" turned out to be Mike Kinder, a person 

I had known In the organization, who had held various lower level 

administrative posts. Kinder, it turned out, also professed 

ignorance of legal concepts, and my meetings and communications 

with him were even more frustrating. 

21. Some time after my last meeting with Kinder, which 

occurred November 30. 1984. I received a phone call from Kluge, 

advising me that the Loyalists did not trust me and would not be 

communicating with me again, I then wrote them my final 

communication, a copy of which la appended hereto as Exhibit A, 

and gave it to Sherman to give to them. 
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22. During my cross-examination in the spring, 1985 trial 

ferson v. Scientology. Circuit Court of the 

State of Oregon, Multnomah County, No. A7704-05184, the 

organization broice the fact that Sherman, Kluge and Kinder had 

been covert operatives, the Loyalists were invented, and that my 

meetings with Kluge and Kinder had been videotaped. The 

organization called the whole more than two year affair the 

Armstrong Operation." Organization lawyers, Earle Cooley and 

John Peterson, claimed the Armstrong operation had been 

authorized by the Los Angeles Police Department, and they 

produced a letter dated November 7, 1984, a copy of which is 

appended hereto as Exhibit B, signed by an officer Phillip 

Rodriguez, directing organization private investigator Eugene M. 

Ingram to electronically eavesdrop on me and Michael Flynn. 

23. On April 23, 1985. Los Angeles Police Chief Darryl F. 

Gates issued a public statement, a copy of which is appended 

hereto as Exhibit C, denying that the Rodriguez letter was a 

correspondence from the Los Angeles Police Department, denying 

that the Los Angeles Police Department had cooperated with 

Ingram, and stating emphatically that all purported 

authorizations directed to Ingram by any member of the Los 

Angeles Police Department are invalid and unauthorized. On 

Information and belief, the officer, Phillip Rodriguez, who 

signed Ingram's letter was paid $10,000.00 for his signature. 

Also on information and belief, following a Los Angeles Police 

Department Internal Affairs Division investigation and a Police 
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Department Board of Rights, Officer Rodriguez was suspended from 

the Los Angeles Police Force. Eugene Ingram had himself some 

years oefore been drummed out of the Los Angeles Police 

Department. He is reputed to have been busted for pandering and 

taking payoffs from drug dealers. He is a liar and a bully who 

has been involved in organization intelligence operations against 

its perceived enemies for many years. During the period I was 

involved with the Loyalists Ingram called me at my home and 

threatened to put a bullet between my eyes. 

24. Initially the presiding judge in the Christofferson 

trial Donald F. Londer refused to admit the tapes because they 

had been obtained illegally. Then he viewed them in chambers and 

when he returned to the bench stated that "the tapes are 

damaging, very damaging to the church." Then he admitted them 

into evidence. 

25. Despite Judge Lender's ruling and comments, and despite 

Chief Gates' repudiation of the Rodriguez "authorization," the 

organization has continued in press and courts aroiind the world 

to claim that the videotape operation was "police-sanctioned." 

The organization has continued to claim that I originated the 

plot to overthrow "church" management" and that I initiated the 

contact with the organization members, who merely played along 

with my plan while remaining "loyal" to the organization. It 

also has continued to claim that the videotapes show me plotting 

to forge documents and seed them in organization files to be 

found in a raid, show me creating "sham lawsuits," show me urging 
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the Loyalists to not prove anything but "Just allege It," and 

show me seeking to take control of the organization. The 

videotapes show none of those things. The tapes show that In the 

fall of 1984, during the reign of the organization's present 

supreme leader David Miscavige (DM), the fair game doctrine was 

alive and as unfair as ever. The tapes show a mean-spirited, 

mendacious and malevolent organization using well-drilled 

operatives and electronic gadgetry to attempt, unsuccessfully, to 

set up an unwitting, funny, sometimes silly, clearly helpful, at 

times foul-mouthed, but otherwise ordinary human male. 

26. The organization's refusal to stop telling these lies 

IS not surprising, however, because its leaders have put so many 

of their eggs in their dirty tricks basket. These leaders are 

unbalanced and in a very precarious situation. Having lied about 

the Armstrong Operation in so many courts and publications and to 

so many people, including their own followers, these leaders risk 

their positions of power, and in their minds their very lives, if 

they ever admit the breadth of those lies. Yet it is in the 

acknowledgement of the truth behind those lies where ultimately 

their safety will be found. 

27. It has not ceased to be embarrassing to me whenever the 

organization trots out the Armstrong videotapes, because I do say 

some Silly and raunchy things. But the organization has never 

been able to embarrass me into silence and it won't now. 

28. The Scientology legal war has almost run its course. 

The organization's leaders can never rewrite all history. 

Copyright © 1994 Gerald Arsstrong 15 



Scientologists of everywhere can be free. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of 

State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

executed at San Anselmo, California, on February 20, 1994 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Copyright @ 1994 Gerald Arastrong 16 
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To: EUSENE M. INSHAM, PflIUATI INUESTISHTOR 

ro's'asmn'"®"''' 

I hereiiB direct EUSENE M. INSRflM ond m> employee,/„enl. oroth 
person* octing under hit direction, to intenfionolly and luithoul thV 
consent of oil parties to a confidential communication. hTmeans of 
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It cartiron‘«r 1.""'"’“"'""“"' "nimunicalion 
LanT of 2 .Ti ® ‘“k ? P™**"” o< one onother or Pg 
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EUSENE "Pooe period! 
EUSENE M. INSRRM it to report the results to me for further direction 
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6ERHY ARMANS, MICHAEL J. FLYNN, RNO OTHERS NOT KNOUIN HT THIS 
TIME, regarding possible cnmlnal ulolatlons of, but not HmltedT 
Californio Penal Code. §664 (Attempts), §134 (Preparlno False 

orcrmisr*""'- 
This authorization is in compliance u/lth California Penal Code §633. 

Signed in Los Angeles, California, on Nouember 7, 1984. 

LOS HN6ELES POLICE DEPARTMENT 

OmllflPIIIJJ^I^^I SUEZ 
SERIAL NUMBERt6924 
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BY 

DARYL ?. CAT£S 
CHIEF OF POLICE, LOS AHGELES 

c e Co ay accencion chat a aeaber of the L. A. P. o. 

very foolishly. wlthouc proper auchorizacion and coacrary to the 

policy o. chis Deparcaeac, signed a leccer co Eugene M. Ingraa. 

believed co have been drafted by Ingram himself. The leccer 

purports to autbcrize Ingram to engage in electronic eaTesdropping. 

The lette., along with all the purported authorization, is invalid 

and is NOT a correspondence from the Los Angeles Police Department. 

The Los Angeles Police Department has not cooperated with Eugene 

Ingram. It will be a cold day in hell when we do. 

have directed an otficial letter to Ingram informing him that 

Che leccer signed by Officer Phillip Rodriguez dated November 7. 

and all ocher letters of purported authorizations directed 

CO him. signed by any member of the Los Angeles Police Department, 

arc invalid and unauthorized. 

Internal Affairs Division is now investigating the entire incident. 

™'S IS TO CSRTUnr TVIAT I HAV? EXAMINED T>lE 

OOCUMENT AND FIND THIS 
TO BE A TRUE COPT OF SAME, 

Made without alterations or erasures. 
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Lewis. D'Amato 

Brissois t Bissaard 
LAWTCRS 

SUITE 1200 
221 N.FK3UE90A street 
LOS ANaEL£S.CA90012 

013)250-1800 

PRCX)F OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COONTY OF LOS ANGELES; 
4703 

„ ^ am employed in the County of Los Angeles, state of 
California. I am over the age of eighteen (18) and not a party to 

c business address is: 221 North PimiArrsa 
—Suite 1200. Los Anoeles. California 

^ -March 9. 1994. I served the following document (s) 
described as: 

DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG RE: MOTION FOR COSTS 

on interested parties in this action by placing _ the original X 
a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as 
follows: 

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 

t ) (BY TELECOPIER) I caused such document to be faxed to the 
addressee. 

(X) (BY MAIL) I caused such envelope with postage thereon fully 
prepaid to be placed in the United States Mail at Los 
Angeles, California. 

( ) (BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) I caused such envelope to be 
delivered by hand to the office of the addressee. 

(X) (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of 
the State of California that the above is true and correct. 

( ) (FEDERAL) I declare that I am employed in the office of a 
member of this court at whose direction the service was 
made. 

As follows: I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of 
collection and processing correspondence for mailing. Under that 
practice it would be deposited with U.S. Postal Service on this same 
day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Anoelea. California in 
the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of the 
party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation 
date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of 
deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

(X) I declare under pehalty of perjury under the laws of the 
State of California that the above is true and correct and that this 
declaration was executed on _March 9.^ 19^4. at Los Angeles, 
California. J / J 1 

[Signature] 
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I, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 470,^ 

1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the State 

of California. I have personal knowledge of the matters set 

forth herein and if called upon to testify thereto I competently 

would. 

2. I am making this declaration in. response to the 

Scientology organization's efforts to have part of the Court’s 

file sealed in the case of Church of Scientology International v. 

Steven Fishman and Uwe Geertz, United States District Court for 

the Central District of California, Case No. 91-6426-HLH(Bx). It 

is my request that for the reasons set forth below no papers in 

that case be sealed. 

3. One of the documents the organization seeks to seal is 

a declaration I executed on February 22, 1994 in response to 

falsehoods made about me and my experiences with the organization 

by its leader David Miscavige in his declaration executed 

February 8 and filed in the Fishman case. At paragraph 14 of my 

February 22 declaration I stated: 

"I will also take the opportunity to advise this 

Court that Mr. Miscavige's organization considers that 

it has me under a contract whereby it may sue me for 

filing this declaration, not because it is untrue or 

libelous, but because that is what the organization 

insists its contract permits. This contract was 

obtained by Mr. Miscavige as the result of his 

organization's years of attack on my attorney Michael 

Flynn, as stated in paragraph 7 subparagraph h. above. 
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In order to get the organization to cease its fair game 

against Mr. Flynn I had to sign its contract, which, 

according to Mr. Miscavige, allows him and his agents 

to say whatever they want about me in any court 

proceeding or in the media and I may not respond. If I 

do respond I become subject to a $50,000.00 liquidated 

damages provision for every utterance, and the target 

in another Miscavige-ordered costly and harassing 

lawsuit. The three lawsuits, Armstrong II. Ill and TV 

described in paragraph 7, subparagraphs o, p and q, and 

the contempt of court proceedings at subparagraph r, 

are all pursuant to this contract. The contract is 

against public policy and illegal." 

A copy of the first page of the February 22 declaration, pages 12 

and 13 which contain this quoted section, and the signature page 

are appended hereto as Exhibit A. 

4. On April 5, 1994 the organization did indeed amend its 

complaint in Church of Scientology International v. Gerald 

Armstrong, et al. Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 052395 

(Armstrong II) to add a cause of action for my providing the 

February 22 declaration to attorneys for defendant Owe Geertz in 

order to correct the Miscavige falsehoods, and it did indeed 

claim $50,000.00 in liquidated damages and additional damages 

which it states are incalculable. A copy of the face page of the 

organization's Verified Second Amended Complaint for Damages euid 

for Preliminary and Permanent Injunctive Relief for Breach of 

Contract, pages 25 and 26 which contain the cause of action 

relating to my February 22 declaration, the signature page and 28 
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the verification page are appended hereto as Exhibit B. 
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5. On April 15, 1994 I filed a Second Amended Verified 

Cross-Complaint for Abuse of Process in the case of Church of 

Scientology International v. Gerald Armstrong, et al. Marin 

County Superior Court Case No. 157680, which included in 

paragraph 69 at page 24 the allegation that the organization's 

claim of damages in Armstrong II for my February 22 declaration 

response to Miscavige's falsehoods in Fishman was an act in 

furtherance of its actual litigation motives of obstruction of 

justice, suppression of evidence, assassination of my reputation, 

use of the discovery process for gathering intelligence on its 

enemies, and making an example of me to scare knowledgeable 

witnesses into silence, which act constituted an abuse of 

process. A copy of my second amended cross-complaint is appended 

hereto as Exhibit C. 

6. Since the organization has made my February 22 

declaration the subject of its litigation in its unsealed 

Armstrong II case it is inconsistent of the organization to seek 

to seal the declaration in the Fishman case. Sealing the 

declaration in one case when the organization will use it in 

another case wherein the declaration will not be sealed will only 

generate confusion; which is in fact the orgeuiizatlon's purpose 

in seeking to seal not only ray declaration, but all the other 

documents filed in Fishman as well. Pursuant to its policies to 

"use the law to harass" the organization will then capitalize on 

the confusion it has generated to further its attacks on its 

fancied enemies. 

7. The Scientology organization has since 1984 accused me 
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falsely of violating court sealing orders at least a dozen times, 

including three attempts to have me found in contempt of court 

for alleged violations which the organization fabricated. 

Mecuiwhile the organization has itself refused to honor the same 

sealing orders, and has used documents which it had itself had 

sealed to attack me. Sealing docviments at the insistence of this 

organization only provides it with a mechanism to obstruct 

justice and use our courts to wage an unjust war on its 

designated enemies. 

8. Appended hereto as Exhibit D is a copy of a declaration 

I executed March 15, 1990 and filed in the California Court of 

Appeal in support of a petition to be able to respond in an 

appeal the organization had taken from an order of the Los 

Angeles Superior Court unsealing that Court’s file in the case of 

Church of Scientoiocfv of California v. Gerald Armstrong, Case No. 

C 420153 (Armstrong I). At paragraphs 20 through 24 and 26 

through 39 I describe a series of affidavits executed by 

organization personnel Kenneth Long and Sheila Chaleff which were 

filed in 1987 in the case of Church of Scientology of California 

V. Russell Miller & Penguin Books Limited in London, Engleuid in 

the High'Court of Justice, Case No.' 6140. The organization 

falsely accuses me in its affidavits, copies of which are 

appended hereto as Exhibit E, of "knowingly violating several 

court (sealing) orders." 

9. I did not respond in the Miller case to the 

organization's charges of sealing order violations because one of 

its lawyers, Earle C. Cooley, had threatened through my attorney 

Michael Flynn that I would be sued if I even talked to Mr. 
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Miller's or Penguin Books' lawyers (see paragraph 20 at page 9 of 

my March 15, 1990 declaration. Exhibit D hereto). Following my 

filing of the March 20, 1990 declaration in which I denied the 

orgsuiization's charges the organization refused to change its 

claim of sealing order violations. On December 25, 1990 I 

executed a declaration, which was also filed in the Court of 

Appeal, detailing the facts underlying the orgauiization's charges 

in the Long and Chaleff affidavits of sealing order violations 

and refuting the charges. Paragraph 17 at page 10 of the 

December 25, 1990 declaration, a copy of which is appended hereto 

as Exhibit F, described Mr. Long's repetition of his sealing 

order violation charges in a declaration he executed March 26, 

1990, a copy of which is appended hereto as Exhibit G. Paragraph 

20 at page 10 of the December 25, 1990 declaration details the 

truth behind Mr. Long's false charges. Although the facts I give 

in both the March 15 and December, 25, 1990 declarations have 

remained unrefuted, the organization refuses to correct its false 

charges against me in its declarations and affidavits. That is 

unsurprising, however, because one of its purposes in litigation 

is to generate as much confusion as possible. In the area of 

what is or is not sealed or"unsealed or'has or has not been' 

sealed when in what court where it is particularly easy for 

confusion to be generated suid false charges of violations to be 

made, and the Scientology organization has taken great advantage 

of that fact and great advantage of the Inclination of the courts 

of this country to treat the organization with the same respect 

given to honest parties who lack its determination to subvert 

justice. 
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10. In paragraph 25 at page 10 of my March 15, 1990 

declaration (exhibit D hereto) I list ten documents which Mr. 

Long had appended as exhibits to his affidavit of October 5, 

1987, all of which had been part of the record in the Armstrong I 

case which the organization had insisted be sealed as a condition 

of settlement of the case. The organization, while making false 

allegations of sealing order violations or even manufacturing 

"violations" in order to make its charges, simply will not 

respect any court's sealing order itself if it will gain some 

advantage by violating such order. 

11. Appended hereto as Exhibit H is a copy of a document 

published and distributed by the organization entitled ''"Factnet" 

- Perversions, Criminality and Lies." On information and belief 

this document was ordered, written and ordered disseminated by 

David Miscavige. It is an example of what L. Ron Hubbard, the 

organization's leader before Miscavige, called "black propaganda" 

or "black PR," which he defined as "spreading lies by hidden 

sources," or "a covert attack on the reputation of a person, 

company or nation using slander and lies in order to weaken or 

destroy." At page 3 and 4 of this publication is a section 

devoted to me.' It'is almost all lies and clearly libelous. It 

includes the description of a dream I had and was inspired to 

write down. Organization covert operatives stole my writing and 

filed it in the Armstrong I case. The dream is Insignificant 

because it was only a dream. What has become significant about 

it is its misuse suid perversion pursuant to the organization's 

black PR and fair game policies. The writing was specifically 

sealed in Armstrong I. The Armstrong i trial Judge, Honorable 

6 



4711 I 
Paul G. Breckenridge, Jr. stated at page 12 of his decision of 

June 20, 1984, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit I, 

that the organization's intelligence, legal and public relations 

arm "was no respector of anyone's civil rights, particularly that 

of privacy." The same is true in 1994, and for that reason too 

the organization's efforts to seal the declarations of its 

"enemies," when it will itself use whatever is sealed to abuse 

those people should be rejected. The Breckenridge decision was 

affirmed on appeal on July 29, 1991, Church of Scientology of 

California v. Armstrong, 232 Cal. App. 3d 1060, 283 Cal. Rptr. 

917. 

12. On September 11, 1991 the organization filed a motion 

to seal the record on appeal in Armstrong. supported by a 

declaration of Kenneth Long executed September 10, 1991 in which 

he falsely claimed that a lengthy list of documents in the -- "■ 

appellate record, plus the trial transcript had been sealed 

throughout the Armstrong I litigation and should therefore be 

sealed again to preserve the organization's "property and privacy 

interests." The organization's motion and the supporting Long 

declaration are appended hereto as Exhibit J. 

13. Appended hereto as Exhibib K is my opposition to the ‘ ‘ 

organization's motion to seal the record on appeal and my 

declaration in support thereof executed October 16, 1991. I 

point out in the opposition and declaration that the documents 

and trial transcript the organization was seeking to have sealed 

in the appellate record were, contrary to the organization's 

claim, public documents which had been widely disseminated 

because of the great public interest in them, and that sealing 
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the record would be senseless. The same is true regarding the 

documents, in addition to my February 22, 1994 declaration, which 

the organization seeks to have sealed in Fishman. I myself have 

received a copy of two full file boxes of these documents, and 

had already given them to yet another person for copying for 

himself and others, again because of the great public interest in 

these materials, long before I learned of the organization's 

attempt to have them sealed. 

14. Appended hereto as Exhibit L is a copy of the 

California Court of Appeal's denial of the organization's motion 

to seal the record dated December 5, 1991. 

15. Appended hereto as Exhibit M is page 15 of the 

organization's second amended complaint in Armstrong II (see also 

Exhibit B hereto). At paragraph 61 the organization alleges that 

I have violated its "settlement agreement" by failing to return 

two documents. This is "untrue. Both of these dociiments I 

obtained years after the 1986 settlement, and both are public 

dociiments. One of the documents the organization publishes to 

this day in its books. This allegation is significant, however, 

because it shows the sort of liberties the organization will take 

with the truth to be able to all^e any sort of "violation" by 

its "enemies." 

16. Appended hereto as Exhibit N is page 17 of the 

organization's second amended complaint in Armstrong II (see also 

Exhibit B hereto). At paragraph 72 the organization alleges that 

I have violated a sealing order in Armstrong I by authenticating 

a portion of a transcript. This is \intrue. There never was such 

a sealing order. The transcript was disseminated to countless 
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people aroixnd the world, and is widely available. Again it shows 

the abuse this organization make of any sealing order, real or 

not, auid the confusion it will generate with its allegations of 

violations. 

17. Judge Breckenridge declared in 1984: 

"In addition to violating and abusing its own 

members civil rights, the organization over the years 

with its "Fair Game" doctrine has harassed and abused 

those persons not in the [organization] whom it 

perceives as enemies. The organization clearly is 

schizophrenic and paranoid, and this bizarre 

combination seems to be a reflection of its founder 

LRH. The evidence portrays a man who has been 

virtually a pathological liar when it comes to his 

history, background and achievements." (Exhibit I 

hereto) 

The organization desperately seeks to rewrite its dark history, 

just as Hubbard sought to rewrite his. It uses its schizophrenia 

to deliberately forget the facts and truth so that it can 

continue to madly attack its imagined enemies. It - 

compartmentalizes its monolithic organizational-self in its group 

mind to support its schizophrenia. It has its varioxxs entities 

and mouthpieces appear in court as it suits its purposes to make 

its mad allegations and give plausibility to its denials of its 

victims' allegations. Our courts should not support the 

organization's efforts to rewrite history, but should act to 

restrain its autogenetic madness. 

18. At page 23 of my opposition to the organization's 
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motion to seal the record on appeal In Armstrong I (Exhibit K 

hereto) I stated that: 

“This Court has a golden opportunity in this 

matter to send the message to (the organization) to 

cause them to abandon their hope of enlisting the 

assistance of the judiciary to hide their past and 

confuse the truth, and to place their hope for a 

peaceful future in openness, not secrecy." 

The same is true today in whatever the Courts do in the Fishman 

case. But add too the protection of those people who have the 

courage to come forward, stand up to this organization and say 

some of what they know. Do not leave them even more exposed to 

the organization's malevolence than they are already by sealing 

their words. 

Ideclare under the penalty"of perjtiry under the “laws 

of the State of California that the foregoing is true and 

correct. 

Executed at San Anselmo, California 

.# 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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January 27, 1994 

Graham E. Berry, Esquire 

Lewis, D'Amato, Brisbois & Bisqaard 
221 North Figueroa Street 

Suite 1200 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

By Fax: (213)250-7900 
Dear Graham: 

Here is the information you asked for yesterday: 

Ed Walters has stated that he knew about GO ops and coverup 
in the death of Quentin Hubbard. 4902 North 9th Street, Las 
Vegas, NV 89101-(702)382-7011. Walters is a December,_1986 
settlement agreement signer, so unless he goes an Armstrong route 
or unless you get the organization to release him from the 
"agreement," he may be unwilling to talk. 

Ed Roberts is a man the Steven Creek org ripped off. His 
credit card was maxxed against his specific instructions, and a' 
loan was "arranged" for him between the Stevens Creek reg and her 
Scientologist cohort in the loan company. Loan Arranger. Ed lost 

-Sen jrefuses to refund hi^s money. Add to that this 
benevolent church has sued'me and wants $50,000 for daring to 
assist Ed. (408)338-7098 Brookdale Lodge, Room #48, Brookdale, 
CA 95007. I'll pass on any other flat-out financial fraud as I 
think of it. 

Regarding other flat-out financial fraud 
another settlement agreement signer, could be 
have to be subooenaed. ■- 

Finance Police ripoffs of the 
Last number I had for him was 

some time back a 

h^^^l source tor some of your areas o^ir^era^ 

Yours sincerely, 

Gerry Armstrong « 

715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard [1 V ^—" 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 Ua 
(415)456-8450 . 

Days (415)258-0360 Fax (415)456-5318 i \ 

a 
1^1 

may be a 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

—oOo— 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 

INTERNATIONAL, a California 

not-for-profit religious 

corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1-25, 

inclusive. 

Defendants. 

No. BC 052395 

DEPOSITION OF 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Volume III 

October 7, 1992 

REPORTED BY: LARRY BOSTOW, CSR# 5941 

MARY HIUABRAND INC. 
C£imF€D SMO<P>W^ HEPOfn^KS 

520 SUTTER STREET / off UNION SQUARE SAN FRANOSOO, CA 9410: 

PHONE 415 / 78S-5350 FAX 415 / 7884)65- 



A. Do I think? 4717 

Q- Yes. 

A. They may. 

Q- Is there anyone else who may have knowledoe 

of to whom it was sent? 

A. Cable News Network and the Chronicle. 

Q- Obviously, the recipient, but anyone else 

engaged in the sending or who would know about the 

sending besides the recipients? 

A. I don't believe so. 

Q- What about the San Francisco Examiner? rjc- 

you know if it was sent to the San Francisco Examiner? 

A. I don't know. 

Q- Do you know if it was sent to the Marin 

^_untv Independent Journal? 

A. What was your question? 

Q. Do you know if it was sent to the Marin 

County Independent .Tpurnal? 

A. I don't know. 

Q- At the tine that this press release was sent 

out, Mr. Greene was your attorney in this case; is th.at 

correct? 
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A. 

Q. Do you recall approximately how many such 

interviews you've given in 1992? 

A. I believe there has only been one interview 

which I would consider an interview, and that was with 

CNN. 

Q. And were there other times when you spoke ho 

reporters, or other media representatives, that you did 

not consider an interview? 

/ 

A. Yes. 

Q. Approximately how many of those? 

A. I must retract that. 

I consider that Bill Horne of the American 

Lawyer interviewed me. 

And then additional contacts of any kind 

with the media, perhaps ten. 

Q. All right. Let's look first at the 

interview with CNN. 

Do you recall the date of that interview- 

A. My recollection is March 20th, 1992. 

Q. Do you recall if it was before or after th/- 

hearing held before Judge Dufficy in Marin County 

Superior Court on the motion for preliminary injuncti'Mi- 

A. Yes. 

Q. Which was it, before or after?^ 

MARY HILLABRAND INC. 
CEifnFiED SHCXTHvci 

520 SUrreR STREET / off UfOON SQUARE SAN FRANOSCO, CA 94102 

FHONE 415 / 7SS.5350 FAX 415 / 78»^)657 



A. After. 
47183.3 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

The same day or the next day? 

Same day. 

And where did this interview take place? 

In Mr. Greene's office. 

Do you recall the name of the reporter? 

Yes. 

And who was that? 

Don Knapp, N-a-p-p (sic). 

MR. GREENE: K-n — 

THE WITNESS: K-n-a-p-p. 

Thank you. 

MS. BARTILSON: q. And for approximately 

how long were you interviewed by Mr. Knapp? 

A. Perhaps five minutes. Less. 

Q- And was your lawyer also interviewed by Mr. 

Knapp? 

A. Yes. 

Q- DO you recall any of the substance of who. 

you communicated to Mr. Knapp during the interview? 

A. Yes. 

Q- What was that? 

A- It related to Scientology's practice of fair 

game and my Knowledge of organisational and Hubbardian 

fraud. 

<V1ARY mULABRAND INC. 
_C£*mFieo shcwthvc 

520 SUTTER STREET / off UNION SQUARE SAN FRANCBCO, CA 94102 

WONE 415 / 78S-5350 FAX 415 / 7g8^S7 
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Q. Knowledge which you had gained because of 

your years of experience with the organization, as yon 

term it? 

A. Correct- 

Q. Was the interview videotaped? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was the entirety of the interview 

videotaped, or were there times that you also spoke wi.tli 

Mr. Knapp that were not videotaped? 

A. If, by that, you mean when, for example, 1 

may have helped him out with his camera gear, opened tht* 

door for him and said "Good-by," or helped him move 

things around and exchanged comments of that nature, 

then, no. I think that's how to answer it. 

MS. BARTILSON: Could you read back the 

question and the answer, because I'm not sure — 

MR. GREENE: He said that there was no 

substance aside from courtesies that — there was 

nothing — nothing was videotaped except — 

Go ahead. Read it back. 

MS. BARTILSON: I'm not sure that was th‘=' 

answer to the question. I just want to see what we'vt- 

got. 

Okay. 

(Whereupon the record was read.) 
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MS. BARTILSON: Okay. Thanks. 

Q. The only substantive conversations you had 

with Mr. Knapp, concerning the matters that you've 

testified to as to what the interviews were, were on 

videotape; is that correct? 

That was an unclear question. 

A. The only substantive conversations which 

concerned that subject that I just spoke about uere on 

videotape, yes. 

Q. Were you present when your attorney was 

interviewed by Mr. Knapp? 

A. Yes. 

Q. DO you recall what it is that your attorney 

spoke about? 

A. I recall him speaking about constitutiona] 

issues. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Do you recall what constitutional issues? 

Freedom of speech. 

Did Mr. Greene speak about freedom of span, n 

in the abstract, or did he relate it to any particula. 

factual circumstance? 

A. I believe he related it to the concept or 

the organization's attempt, through the settlement 

agreement, to stifle freedom of speech and stifle the 

public's right to the knowledge of the organization's 



HEADLINE NEWS 

[SHOT: studio setting] 

NARRATOR: A former member of the Church of Scientology claims he has 
damaging information about the organization, but he's being silenced 
by a Court Order. Don Nab explains. 

[CNN CAPTION: SCIENTOLOGY.] 

[SHOT: Close up of Armstrong with Ford Greene behind him. Then a 
pan of the courtroom, with attorney Andy Wilson arguing and a shot 
of the Judge.] 

Don Nab: Gerald Armstrong says he knows a lot about the Church of 
Scientology and he's fighting in court for the chance to tell it. A 
former archivist of the organization he had first hand access to 
records of Scientology's controversial founder, L. Ron Hubbard. 

.[SHOT: Close up of Armstrong in an office. Don Nab narrating] 

Gerald Armstrong: I'm an expert in the misrepresentations Hubbard 
has made about himself from the beginning of Dianetics until the day 
he died. 

Don Nab: But that's about all that he can say legally. The Church 
of Scientology slapped Armstrong with a Court Order to prevent him 
from talking about what he may know. 

[SHOT; Excerpt of Video tape of 1986 settlement signing.] 

Heller: You are going to sign this of your own free will. 

Armstrong: Yes. 

[CNN caption; December 1986.] 

Heller: OK. You're not suffering from any duress or coersion which 
is compelling you to sign this document. 

[CNN CAPTION; Video provided by Anti-Scientology Attorney.] 

Armstrong: No. 
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Heller: Alright, ... 

Don Nab: As part of the lawsuit settlement documented by Scientology 
on this video tape, the Church paid Armstrong $800,000. In that 
settlement Armstrong agreed not talk about the Church, it's 
documents, or its founder. 

. [1ST SHOT: Wilson and Hertzberg sitting at counsel table.] 
* [2ND SHOT: Greene arguing at counsel table.] 

Don Nab: Now, the Church of Scientology wants to block Armstrong 
from working with anti-Scientology attorney, Ford Greene. 

^ Ford Greene: Gerald Armstrong possesses information about the Church 
of Scientology on first-hand basis that undercuts a lot of the 

I claims that they make to the public on a daily basis in 
advertisements on TV and advertisements in newspapers. 

I "^INN CAPTION: Ford Greene, Anti-Scientology Attorney.] 

[SHOT: Bartilson at counsel table with a stack of papers.] 

Don Nab: Greene hired Armstrong as a paralegal, to help him with a 
lawsuit against Scientology in Los Angeles. 

[SHOT: Wilson arguing at counsel table.] 

^ Don Nab: Attorneys for the Church of Scientology claimed that 
I Armstrong was breaking his settlement contract. 

Andy Wilson; $800,000. $800,000 was paid to that man. And now 
that he's spent the money, he comes into this court and he says, 
"I don't have to keep my part of the bargain." 

} [CNN CAPTION; Andrew Wilson, Scientology Attorney.] 

► 
\ [SHOT: Judge Dufficy at Bench.] 

ijon Nab; Scientology won this round. The gag on Armstrong remains, 
for now. 
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[SHOT; Close up of Armstrong at counsel table.] 

Don Nab: Armstrong is not alone. 12 former Scientology members have 
accepted money to settle lawsuits with the Church. 

^ [SHOT: Pleading packs on counsel table.] 

Don Nab: The settlements included, promises to remain quiet and take 
no part in further litigation against the Church. 

[SHOT: Greene in law office.] 

i Ford Greene: It'll be extremely damaging because Scientology has 
spent a whole ton of dough, on keeping not only Gerry silent but a 

. lot of other people silent. And if Gerry's case unravels, it's the 
^ first domino, and all the rest of them are going to unravel ... 

I [SHOT; Green in law office with interviewer.] 

Don Nab; Attorney Greene says, Armstrong's knowledge of Scientology 
can prove the Church is not what it says it is. 

[SHOT: Outside of the Courtroom. Armstrong and Phippeny prominent.] 

Don Nab; Scientology says, Armstrong accepted a lot of money not to 
discuss the Church and should keep his word. Don Nab, CNN, San 
Raphael, California. 

( 

I 
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A. 

Q. Yes. 

A. They may. 

Q- Is there anyone else who may have•knowledge 

of to whom it was sent? 

A. Cable News Network and the Chronicle. 

Q- Obviously, the recipient, but anyone else 

engaged in the sending or who would know about the 

sending besides the recipients? 

A. I don't believe so. 

Q. What about the San Francisco Examiner? oo 

you know if it was sent to the San Francisco Examiner? 

A. I don't know. 

Q- DO you know if it was sent to the Marin 

^_untv Independent .Term^T? 

A. What was your question? 

Q. Do you know if it was sent to the Marin 

County Independent Journal? 

A. I don't know. 

Q- At the time that this press release was -.^nt 

out, Mr. Greene was your attorney in this case; is that 

correct? 
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Q. Do you recall approximately how many such 

interviews you've given in 1992? 

A. I believe there has only been one intervie-w 

which I would consider an interview, and that was with 

CNN. 

Q. And were there other times when you spoke ho 

reporters, or other media representatives, that you did 

not consider an interview? 

/ 

A. Yes. 

Q. Approximately how many of those? 

A.- I must retract that. 

I consider that Bill Horne of the American 

Lawyer interviewed me. 

And then additional contacts of any kind 

with the media, perhaps ten. 

Q. All right. Let's look first at the 

interview with CNN. 

Do you recall the date of that interview: 

A. My recollection is March 20th, 1992. 

Q. Do you recall if it was before or after th-- 

hearing held before Judge Dufficy in Marin County 

Superior Court on the motion for preliminary injuncti'’n ■' 

A. Yes. 

Q. Which was it, before or after? 

MARY HILLABRAND INC. 
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MS. BARTILSON: Q. So you asked Mr. Knapp 

how you could go about doing that? 

A. That's the gist of the conversation. 

Q- Do you recall his reply? 

A. Not specifically. 

Q. Did you discuss anything else with Mr. Knapp 

besides the obtaining of the videotape of that segment? 

A. It may have been that we discussed running • 

briefly. 

Q- Did you ever have any other occasion to 

speak with Mr. Knapp besides the two that you’ve now 

described? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you know who arranged for Mr. Knapp to 

16 come to Mr. Greene's office on March 20th? 

17 A. No. , . 

18 Q. Were you working in Mr. Greene's o 

19 March 20th, 1992? 

20 A. Yes. 

21 1 Q. When were you interviewed by Bill 

22 A. I believe in the spring, this year 

23 Q. Do you recall what month? 

24 A. Not right now. 

25 
■ 

Q. Do you recall if it was before or ; 
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say to you and what did you say to him? 

A. I have no recollection. 

Q. Did you have any subsequent telephone cal3s 

with Mr. Horne before you were interviewed by him in 

person? 

A* I believe so. 

Q. Do you recall how many? 

A. Perhaps two. 

0- Can you distinguish between the two 

conversations in your mind, or do they blur together when 

you think about them? 

A. I distinguish them by his proximity: As he 

approached, he made a call. 

Q- As he approached San Anselmo from some other 

part of the country? 

A. Correct. 

Q- Do you recall what was said in the first 

conversation? 

A. No. 

Q- Do you recall anything that was said by 

either of you in the second conversation? 

A. It related to logistics, when was he 

arriving. 

Q- Approximately how much time did you spend 

with him after he had arrived? 
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A. I b-''lieve I spent, myself, perhaps an hour 

and a half with him. 

Q. Do you know anyone else who spent time witli 

him? 

A. Mr. Greene spent some time with him. 

Q. Do you recall how much time? 

A. No. 

Q. Was Mr. Greene present when you were 

interviewed by him? 

A. Some of the time. 

Q. Were you present when Mr. Greene was 

interviewed by him? 

A. Some of the time. 

Q. Where did your interview take place? 

A. In the office and walking into San Anselmo, 

having lunch, and returning. 

Q. Mr. Horne arrived at your office on the clay 

of the interview, which date you don't recall; is that 

right? 

A. I'm sorry. I didn’t get that. 

Q. Did Mr. Horne arrive on his own at your 

office? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was he by himself? 

A. Yes. 
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47:^3 
personal and theoretical and real level. 

Q. And you are talking here about other 

settlement agreements that included nondisclosure 

agreements; is that right? 

A. What was your question again? 

Q. When you say "others of that ilk," you are 

discussing other settlement agreements that included 

nondisclosure provisions; is that correct? 

A. Specific to the organization, yes. 

Q. Did you discuss your own litigation with csi 

with Mr. Horne? 

A. I believe it was discussed in some form, the 

specifics about which I do not know. 

Q. You don't know, or you don't recall? 

A. I fail to see a difference in that sentenc-e 

or context. 

Q. Well, if you don't know something was 

discussed, you could not know it by never having been 

tnsre or ir never having come up. 

A. But you know that I was there, and I said it 

had come up. So we've eliminated those two from the 

definition, at least,-the distinction between "know" and 

"recall" in that sentence. 

In any case, if it would speed things: T flo 

not recall. 
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Q. Did you discuss anything of substance during 

that meeting? 

A. I may have, but I do not recall anything c-r 

substance relating to this subject. 

And when I say "subject," we're talking 

about Scientology litigation. 

Q. Fair enough. 

Did you ever have a conversation with Mr. 

Neil concerning this subject, as you've defined it? 

A. I recall Mr. Neil being present outside the 

courtroom, in the hallway, following the March 20th 

hearing, at which time it is my recollection that he 

asked a question and that I answered it. 

Q. What was the question? 

A. I don't recall at this time. 

Q. Do you recall your answer? 

A. I have seen my answer, or at least part of 

it, in print, and I presently don't recall what it is. 

- Q. This was in the Karin County Independent? 

MR. GREENE: Journal. 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. Journal? 

A. Right. 

Q. In your 1992 conversation or conversation-E- 

with Mr. Welkos, were those conversations of substance, 

or were they simply answering Mr. Greene's phone? 

MARY HILLABRAND INC.- SUmR STREET / off Uf«X SQUARE SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
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A. They were of substance. 

Q. And they were more than one? 

A. Right. 

Q. When was the first one? 

A. Sometime in the early part of this year. 

Q- Do you recall if it was before or after the 

hearing in front of Judge Dufficy that we’ve been 

referring to? 

A. It may have been around the time of. 

Q. You don't recall for sure? 

A. No. 

Q. Was your conversation, this first one, by 

telephone or in person? 

A. I have only met Mr. Welkos one time in 

person. 

And earlier, I had indicated Sappell on — 

as part of this, as well, and I may have — it may have 

been 1991 when I met both of them, following the 

Geernaert hearing, G-e-e-r-n-a-e-r-t, Judge Geernaert, 

which was December 23, 1991. 

Q. That was in Los Angeles? 

A. Right. 

Q. When you met with him, where did you meet 

him? 

A. In the lobby of the Los Angeles Times 
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Building, i.^ar the great globe. 

Q. Was Mr. Greene with you at the time? 

A. No. 

Q. Was anyone with you at the time? 

A. No. 

Q. How did you arrange to meet with Mr. Welkos 

and Mr. Sappell at the L.A. Times Building? 

A. I called them. 

Q. And they agreed to meet with you? 

A. Right. 

Q. How long was your meeting? 

A. Fifteen minutes. 

Q. Did you give them any documents? 

A. At that meeting? 

Q. Yes. 

A. No. 

.Q. What did you discuss at that meeting? 

A. Good times, Christmas, the L.A. Times, and 

the. Geernaert ruling. 

Q. The Geernaert ruling concerned enforcement 

of the settlement agreement that is the subject matter of 

this case; is that correct? 

MR. GREENE: Objection. Calls for a legm 

conclusion. 

Don't answer that question. 
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MS. Bi'RTILSON: Q. In issuing the ruling 

that he issued, did Judge Geernaert consider the 

settlement agreement at issue in this case? 

A. So that I get your question right: Did he 

consider the settlement agreement? Is that what you aie 

asking? 

Q- Right. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you discuss that settlement agreement 

with Mr. Welkos and Mr. Sappell? 

A. I have no recollection of discussing it with 

them. 

Q. What did you say that concerned the 

Geernaert ruling? 

A. Certainly that he had denied the 

organization's motion to enforce it. 

Q. "It" being the settlement agreement? 

A. Right. 

_ (Off the record.) 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. Did Mr. Welkos or Mr- 

Sappell ask you anything about the settlement agreement: 

"What settlement agreement did the judge not enforce?" 

A. They didn't ask that- 

Q. Did you discuss anything else with them, 

besides the things that you have described to me so fai . 

MARY H^LI>^B^WJD INC.- 520 suma STREET / IWCW SQUARE SAN FRANOSCO, CA 94102 
.j** Mm t f ^mm 



37 6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

on that occasion? 

A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Okay. When was the next time that you spoke 

with either Mr. Sappell or Mr. Welkos? 

A. Early this year. 

Q. And that's the one we started with. 

You don't remember exactly when earlier this 

year; is that right? 

A. Right. 

Q. That was Mr. Welkos? 

A. Right. 

Q. This was a telephone call? 

A. Right. 

Q. Did you call him, or did he call you? 

A. I called him. 

Q. As best you can recall, what did you say to 

him? What did he say to you? 

A. I have no specific recollection, but it 

concerned my involvement in the litigation. 

Q. And when you say "in the litigation," you 

are talking about this 1-awsuit or some other lawsuit, of 

both? 

A. All. 

Q. All lawsuits anywhere? 

A. It might. I have a role in the litigation 
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177 

and knowledge of the litigation whi-'h is beyond the 

2 specific facts of this case. It extends back into a IoT 

3 of cases and into courts of appeal and into the Supreme 

4 Court, and so forth. 

5 Q. So you are talking about all of your 

6 litigation against the Church of Scientology and related 

7 entities, or your litigation and other people’s 

8 litigation against the Church of Scientology 

9 International and related entities, or both? Or am I in, 

10 the ballpark? 

11 A. Generally, my knowledge concerns my own 

12 litigation about — with the organization, but that 

13 extends beyond that. So I have not limited my 

14 conversations only to — In other words, I — 

15 Q. Did you have a reason for calling Mr. WeiKos 

16 when you called him? 

17 A. Yes. 

18 Q. What was that reason? 

19 - A. I don't recall. 

20 Q. Did Mr. Welkos ask you any questions duri.riM 

21 the conversation? 

22 A. I don't recall. 

23 Q. Did you discuss fair game with him? 

24 A. In that much of the organization's 

25 relationship to me is pursuant to fair game, then, yes. 
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But as to the specific discussion of it as c workable 

philosophy, I don't believe so. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that you 

discussed with Mr. Welkos during that conversation 

besides what you've already testified to? 

A. Perhaps the transfer of the case to Los 

Angeles. 

You won that transfer motion. You shouldn't 

complain. 

MR. GREENE: Yeah, shooting gun. 

MS. BARTILSON: I figure we're 1 for 1 on 

the transfer motions. 

MR. GREENE: Yeah, tit for tat. But we'l] 

see how the tat — 

MS. BARTILSON: Q. Anything else, that you 

recall? 

A. Not that I recall.- 

Q. When was the next time you spoke to Mr. 

Welkos or Mr. Sappell? 
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Q. Did you call him, or did he call you? 

A. I believe I originated the conversation. 

Q. What did he say to you, and what did you say 

to him, during that conversation? 

A. I believe I advised him of the Sohigian 

ruling. 

Q. Did you discuss anything else with him? 

A. I think it was — That's all that I recalJ • 

being the subject of discussion at that time. 

Q. Did you tell him that as a result of the 

Sohigian ruling, you nov; felt that you were more free to 

do things that you had been constrained about doing 

before? 

A. No, I never said that. Because I did not 

feel I was constrained before. But rather that by 

specifically denying the injunction as to all of those 

things which the organization sought in the preliminary 

itijunction, that I was free from the potential of an 

injunction. 

Q. Okay. Did you have another conversation 

with Mr. Welkos or Mr. Sappell after that one? 

A. Yes. 

Q- When was that? 

A. Perhaps two months ago. 

MARY HILLABRAND INC 
CERTVeo SmO*TH^ 

520 SUTTCR STREET / off IMON SQUARE SAN FRANCSCO, CA 94102 

PHONE 415 / 788-5350 FAX 415 / 7884)657 



47-1 ;< 

Q- Was this with Mr. Welkos or Mr. Sappell? 

A. Welkos. 

Did you call him, or did he call you? 

I called him. 

What was your reason for calling him? 

I don't recall. 

Q. What did you say to him, and what did he say 

to you? 

A. I don't recall. 

Q. Do you recall how long the conversation was, 

approximately? 

A. I recall it being very brief, but I don't * 

recall specifically what it was. 

Q. Did you ever send documents to either Mr. 

Welkos or Mr. Sappell? 

A. Yes, I have. 

Q. On more than one occasion? 

A. Yes. 

- Q. When was the first time that you sent 

documents to either of them? 

A. I believe 1986. 

Q. Was that before or after December 6th? 

A. Before. 

Q. When was the next time that you sent 

documents to either one of them? 
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mONE 415 / 78S.5350 FAX 415 / 7M-06S7 
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June 30, 1993 

Mark Goldowitz, Esquire 
1611 Telegraph Avenue 

Suite 1200 
Oakland, CA 94612 

Dear Mark: 

CSC V. Wollershelm 
Los Angeles Superior Court 
Case No. BC 074815 

By Fax .{510)465-iQfiR 

Here are'the press contacts l initiated yesterday: 

history of Wollershelm^'i!»Tipping; gave him 

present actions, what's been filSd I see it of 
hearing; he.says he will IdSlfi Involved, July 2 
if possible cover the hearing. ^ Superior Court reporter and 

I ^ed"him®?o"ger4 (80°) 528-4637 (ext 

Scientology to get up t? speed ^glvrhim®bf''t‘^ 
etc. He asked for ciLumen?^(^hiSri • S ^®®ring. 
today). * twnacn i 11 talk to you about later 

Will do today. 5| dM ticrsaveJa? Set to Bu Chief which I 

Wollersheim history, present sit^ajion? pHylL?"*!.”" 

^"tere;ted^®?5?n-i=?®"J®L“ (310,444-5254, very 

Happiness,'• and is oettlno story on "Way to 
t/2 hearing. Setting educated in Scientology: hope tU^ft 

Yours sincerely, 

Gerry Armstrong 
C/o Hub Law 

Oerry Armstrong 

71? Offices 
San Francis Drake Blvd 

34960 
1415)258-0360 

i PUINTIFFS 
i EXHIBIT 
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EXHZBXT ITT, Tbe video -tape of em intierview witli Gerald 
Armstrong on Hoveidjer S, 1992 has been lodged separately with 
the Court. 
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GERRY ARMSTRONG VIDEO INTERVIEW 6 NOVEMBER 1992 

S = Spanky Taylor 
G = Gerry Armstrong 
J = Jerry Whitfield 

S: We're here with Gerry Armstrong on the 6th of November 
1992. Hi, Gerry. 

G: Hi, Spanky. 

S: Basically, what we're doing here is I want to find out a 
little bit about your Scientology experience, or, more than a 
little bit — as much as we can, starting from when you got 

involved. 

G: Ok. 

S: So, tell me about that first. 

G; I got involved in 1969 in Vancouver, British Columbia, 
Canada. And ... I spent a year and a half... 

S: How old were you then? 

G: Twenty-two. Spent about a year''and a half in Vancouver. 
Worked in the local franchise, Scientology Little Mountain. 
And then in the beginning of '71 went off to save the world. 
Joined the Sea Org. Flew to LA. And was ... Signed my Sea 
Org contract at what was USLO. Then was on board the Bolivar, 
stationship down — not exactly sure where it was... 

S: San Pedro? 

G; San Pedro, right. Then... 

S; I loved the Bolivar. 

G: And then by mid-February '71 was flown to New York, Madrid. 
Madrid took a train down to Algeciras. Algeciras across by 
ferry to Tangiers. There sitting in the Tangier harbor was 
the Apollo. I stayed on board except for brief missions off 
the ship or sometimes I'd go ashore for brief periods. But 
was on board 'til the fall of 1975. And we were, in those 
years, in Portugal, Morocco, Spain, and the little Atlantic 
islands — Madeira, the Canarys, and then we made a circuit to 
the Caribbean-islands -- Bermuda, Bahamas, Jamaica, Trinidad, 

Barbados, Netherlands Antilles. 

S: Sounds like a Beach Boys saga. (Laughter) And you knew 

LRH? 
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G: Uh huh. 

S: You married, your first marriage was... you married on 
Flag. 

G: Yeah. I married his head messenger. Terry Gillham. 
Young Terry. She was a pretty good catch. 

S: She was. She was. 

G: I was organizationally a social climber. I really was. 
It just worked out that way, you know, I was in the right 
place at the right time I guess. 

S: You had quite the wedding. I remember the photos very 
well. 

G: Yeah? Yeah, I had a big double wedding along with Pat and 
Trudy Broeker. 

S: That's right. 

G: And through most of my time on board the ship I was the 
Legal Officer. We called it the Ship's Representative. I 
dealt with Immigration, Customs, and the Police and Harbor 
Master and handled all the needs of the ship while in port. 
And then I was the Pxiblic Relation's Officer Port Captain for 
a period of time. And then I was the Intelligence Officer 
through our time in the Caribbean. And when we went ashore, 
landed in Daytona, I was the Intelligence Officer again at the 
staging area for the Clearwater base which we had in Daytona 
at that time. 

J: What's an Intelligence Officer? 

G: Well... 

S; It's a 

G; ...they were talking about... 

S; ... jumbo shrimp, what are those things called oxymorons? 

G; Espionage.'- It's a Hiibbard patterned'— his intelligence 
system, after Nazi system. Perfected, created, developed by 
Reinhardt Gehlen. And I was one person within a giant network 
of intelligence personnel operated by the Guardian's Office 
who were in turn operated by the Guardian, Mary Sue Hubbard, 
and L. Ron Hubbard. He merely directed on his long distance 
communication lines all the intelligence operations 
internationally. 

J: What kind of intelligence operations — we're talking 
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about a church who has intelligence operations, a church with 
intelligence operations? Is that what you’re saying? And 
you were there, you were involved in that? Is that what I'm 
hearing? 

G; Right. Now I have a different perspective of course and I 
don't consider Scientology by any definition a "church" other 
than the fact that they have edifices — buildings — which 
could, if the activities therein were to change, could be 
churches. But the organization itself is not a church. But 
it's undeniable that it had intelligence organization and has 
been described as outside of the FBI and the CIA, the most 
formidable intelligence organization operating on the North 
American continent. 

S: At this time, in the early times when you on the ship, you 
knew the offspring of L. Ron Hxibbard. You knew his kids, 
as well? 

G: Right. 

S: Quentin and Diana, Arch and Suzette. 

G: Right. 

S; Tell me a little about them. I mean, you know, were they 
happy, were they well educated, were they ... because, of 
course, they were the offspring of this man with this 
tremendous wealth, did they receive the best of possible 
educations, did they lead a privileged life in terms of 
the...what was accessible to them in terms of in a society 
type of sense in terms of their education and their 
upbringing. Did they attend the finest finishing schools? 
Were they ... was Diana Hubbard a debutante. Do you know what 
I mean? Tell us about that. 

G: I think she could have been a debutante but I don't think 
she was. I think that all the kids were pretty real in their 
own way, given the environment in which they found themselves 
and given the very odd circumstances of growing up in the Sea 
Organization. I suppose that the one I got closest to was 
Arthur. Arthur and I sort of ran tandem Sea Watch, or 
rather, gangway Quarter Master Watch for quite a period of 
time so I had-the task of waking him up. He was pretty young 
at the time, maybe 13 or 14, I don't quite remember. It was 
always difficult waking him up and he would pull rank a little 
bit in that I didn't want to make too much noise waking him up 
in his cabin and there was always the threat that if you did 
anything out of line at all, Ron... 

S: Son of Ron. 

G; Son of Source. 
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S; Right, son of Source. Aauugh. That word. 

G; But all of them, I was on Diana's Sea Watch and she was a 
good Conning Officer. I think that all of the kids were 
intelligent and I think that they were all decent, good 
people. 

S: Happy? Unhappy? 

G; I think both. You know, happy at times, unhappy at times. 

S: Sort of normal then. 

G: Pretty normal. 

S: And Quentin? 

G; Quentin, I think much the same thing. He probably was the 
oddest of the lot, relative to the Sea Org experience. But 
we got along fine. I always found him to be perhaps the most 
understanding, in a way, in almost as if he had ... 

S: Sensitive? 

G: Yeah, sensitive, compassionate. Didn't pull rank and 
wasn't threatening in any way. 

S: So then you were at Daytona when the base was originally 
moved there. 

G: Uh h\ih. 

S; And from that point. 

G; Then we moved to Dunedin. At that point I was busted from 
the Guardian's Office. I was in the Guardian's Office 
Intelligence Bureau. And Mary Sue or Nikki who was her 
communicator deemed me a security risk of some kind and so I 
was removed from the Guardian's Office and I was assigned to 
Hubbard's Communication Bureau. So I became what was called 
the Deputy LRH External Communications Aide when we moved to 
Dunedin which was in December of 1975 and we had a secret base 
for Hubbard and his personal staff and Mary Sue and her 
personal staff at Dunedin in an apartment complex I guess 
about maybe eight miles from Clearwater. And I stayed there 
until June of '76 at which time I was sent to Culver City here 
in Los Angeles to set up a staging area for what became the 
base that was built in La Quinta. 

And I was only there for a brief amount of time. I was there 
to set up this unit along with three other messengers. _ , , 
And Hubbard arrived, Mary Sue Hubbard arrived, and then I had 
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a fight with Nikki, and Hubbard then assigned me — first I 
was taken out of that unit and I was kept locked up at the 
Intelligence Bureau in the Fifield Manor in Los Angeles. 

J; You were locked up? 

G: Right. I was kept under guard for a couple of weeks. 

S: Which is where that Guardian's Office had moved to. 

G: Right. The Intelligence Bureau of the G.O. was there. I 
was picked up by the D/Guardian for Intelligence Dick 
Weigand. 

J: Isn't that falsely (sic) imprisonment. Isn't that 
illegal? 

G: Yeah. It was clearly false imprisonment. 

S: At this point do you feel much of what you had done had 
been illegal? On some level or another? 

J: For Scientology. 

G; Personally? 

S; That you had done personally. 

G: I clearly had been involved in some illegalities while... 
especially while I was on the ship. Smuggling things on and 
off and... 

J: What kind of things? Money, drugs? Weapons? 

G; We did move a lot of money around. Briefcases... 

J: Go on. 

G: Briefcases of money that were brought to the ship. Booze, 
cigarettes, that sort of stuff taken off the ship and run 
through Customs. And other things that were just done sort 
of borderline activities. But I was willing to do those 
sorts of things at that time and I considered that I was 
doing ...it was the greatest good for the greatest number. 

S: When you were working in Intelligence did you ... were you 
involved with any "dirty tricks" against other Scientologists 
or other staff members? 

G: I was aware of dirty tricks against staff members and I was 
aware of the way the Guardian's Office Intelligence Bureau 
worked to some degree because I had a lot of the policies. I 
had the Guardian's Office Intelligence hat, the Intelligence 
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Manual which trained people to lie and steal and create false 
identities and harrass the enemy. 

J: Why would a church need to do that? 

G; Well, a church doesn't need to do that, but Scientology's 
not a church. 

J; Why would Scientology feel the need to be involved in that 
kind of activity? 

G: Because Hubbard was afraid and his idea on dealing with 
enemies was to attack them. One of the ways that he attacked 
them was through covert means. 

J: Why would a man as great as Hubbard who had THE technology 
to save the world, have to fear anyone? 

G: Well, he didn't have the technology to save the world and 
he simply had fear because he had fear and he was never able 
to triumph over his fear, so he put his trust in attacking 
people as opposed to doing the rational things in life and he 
also had reason to fear because he had falsified his 
credentials, he had lied about his life and he was afraid of 
being exposed and he had also lied and cheated for many years. 
He knew that there were people around who knew what he really 
was. 

S; Now how did you come to find this out? 

J; Can I ask one question? Answer that but answer this one 
first because you've got me really interested. If 
Scientology could do what it says it could do, would you 
still be in it? If it had the technology to do what it says, 
would you still be in anything? 

G: In answering that question you'd have to...if you assumed 
that if it could do what it says it could do it would have a 
different form from what it is, then the answer might be yes. 
But both things would have to be true. It would have to 
deliver and it would have to be different from its present 
form opposed from the form which I came to know and 
understand. 

J; Thanks. That's what I wanted to know. Go ahead with 
Spanky. How did you find out this? 

S: How did you come to know that in fact Hubbard had 
fabricated his credentials, had in fact developed this 
tremendous fear that he had of being found out, had this 
paranoia? 

J: What credentials? What would he do when found out? 
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G: I guess the process of that discovery began when I first 
got involved with the Sea Organization. Of course I worked 
with the man for quite a period of time. I shot gnus with 
him in the desert after we left the ship. He twice assigned 
me to the RPF. I talked to many people about him. I read 
hundreds of thousands of his words. I listened to him and 
listened to his tapes so I had a great understanding before I 
ever came to the realization that what I'd been led to 
understand was false, but I needed that great understanding I 
think in order to know what the falsities were. But I was, I 
considered, quite fortunate in that in the beginning of 1980 
and we then were in Gilman Hot Springs and there was a threat 
of a raid and we were required to go through... each person 
had to go through his...all papers in his area, whatever post 
he was on, and all personal papers, and destroy anything 
which showed H\ibbard's control of the organization, anything 
which showed his intent to live at the Gilman Hot Springs' 
property, anything which showed his control of organization 
finances. 

S; So now in January of '80 isn't that when, as far as the 
rest of the staff at the other organizations knew, L. Ron 
Hubbard went off the lines, so to speak, January '80 he was 
like... Did he in fact go off the line or was it just made to 
look like he went off the line at that point? Cause if 
what you're saying, if I'm following you correctly, do you 
know, there was this perception that he was now gone and had 
cut ties to the actual on-hands running of the organization. 

G: Well, it's...part of that is true. There had been a 
gradual decrease, I would say, of his hands-on involvement, 
but even though he left from the location that he was at the 
beginning of 1980, he continued to run the organization. He 
just continued to run through a different conduit. 

S: Now, so you went through the papers within your own 
specific area. Was this prior to your being assigned to the 
biography project? 

G; No, this is what the biography project came out of. 
Because in the process of going through my things I was at 
that time responsible for the Household Unit at the Gilman 
Hot Springs property. One of my juniors was responsible for 
all of L. Ron Hubbard's stuff — his personal effects which 
were stored at the Gilman property. She came to me with a 
box of very old materials, very old papers, and asked if 
they should be shredded. I looked through this stuff and saw 
that it all predated Dianetics so thought, it should bo no 
risk whatsoever. It has nothing to do with his running the 
organization. So, I also saw that it had great historical 
value. And when we then began to look over inventories, began 
to go through his stuff we uncovered some 20 boxes of similar 
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material. And I knew that this stuff, could form the basis 
for a library and was incredibly valuable for its history and 
just as original documents, and that it would form the basis 
for a biography. So, it was at that time that I petitioned 
Hubbard to be able to collect this stuff up to preserve it and 
to contract with an outside writer to do the biography. 

He approved the petition in January '80. And then we 
communicated another couple of times before I then did not 
have what was that direct comm line to him, communication 
line. We could then no longer admit to a communication line 
to him. It still was there but we could not use it for fear 
of civil litigants or the government then being able to 
subpeona him. 

S: As he was under a lot of legal threat. 

G: Right. 

S; Domestically, at that time, right? 

G: Right. 

J: Why would L. Ron Hubbard be under legal threat? 

G; Because he controlled the organization. 

J: What's wrong with that? 

G: And because the organization was involved in criminal and 
tortious activities. 

S: I think additionally the church had, was also under 
tremendous legal stress in terms of people who were filing 
suit against the church now for fraud. There were attempts 
made to name L. Ron Hubbard in a suit, to actually serve him 
or subpeona him which is when he sort of "poof." 

G; Right. 

S: Disappeared. 

J: So he disappeared, he ran and hid. 

G; Right. 

J; So, hiding is pretty down on the tone scale. 

S; So I hear, honey. 

J: But that's what the great L. Ron Hubbard was doing. You 
were there and that's what you saw. 
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6: Yeah. I mean he did hide. 

J; I'm not trying — it's just very difficult, the reason I'm 
saying this, it's very difficult for somebody who's in 
Scientology to conceive that the great L. Ron Hubbard whom 
they've never met, but have only heard these wonderful 
things about, to even perceive or comprehend that this mighty 
have been ... might have occurred with this man. How can this 
man be human? He's not human. He was L. Ron Hubbard. The 
reason that we're doing this interview is so that other people 
can know. It's very easy for a non-Scientologist to 
understand those things. It's very difficult for a 
Scientologist because Scientologists don't get the type of 
information that non-Scientologists get. And yet you were 
there. You knew him. You worked with him for probably 15 
years or so. 

G: I was in the Sea Org for 11 years. 

S: And Gerry, backing up a bit, you saw him as a fallible 
human being, am I correct? 

G: Yeah. 

S: I mean he had had illnesses. 

G; Right. 

S: A great many illnesses, a few illnesses? 

G: Quite a few. 

S: I know that he had these horrendous allergies which when 
we refer to them we would be heavily reprimanded and corrected 
and told they were not allergies they were sensitivities. 
(laughs) You know there was a brilliant way of sort of 
smoothing over things. 

G; Right. Right. He continued to wear clothes when he was 
stark naked. Right. 

S: Oh, yes. Yes, of course. 

G: And we all did that in our own mind, and we all stopped 
ourselves from thinking critical thoughts of L. Ron Hubbard. 
We really didn't do him much of a favor because he really was 
human in every way. 

S; Yes. Do you feel that the mindset of the group of — all 
of the adoration that L. Ron Hubbard received, contributed 
to his delusion? Or do you feel that he imposed the delusion 
upon the group? Or do you think it's kind of 50/50? 
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G; There's no doxibt that he was in control. And there's ... 
we did not control L. Ron Hubbard. And although he could have 
become the effect of his own lust for control, and his own 
greed and his own avarice, so he created his sycophants. And 
the effect of... often of what you create may not be that 
pleasant so he did create his own prison. 

S: Ok. So now you contracted with Omar Garrison, am I 
correct, to do the writing of this book which you were 
researching? 

G: Yeah, beginning in January, I collected up the materials 
from the Gilman Hot Springs property. 

S: Several boxes of materials. 

G: Right. 

J; This was in '80 or '81? 

G! '80, beginning of '80. And then shortly after that I moved 
them to Los Angeles and I began to add to them. I travelled 
around, travelled up and down the west coast and I bought 
collections, other people's collections of Hubbard materials. 
I interviewed a number of people, his other living relatives. 

J: L. Ron Hxibbard, Jr.? 

G: Yeah. 

J: His ex-wife? 

S; Sarah Nordstrom, (sic) 

G: No. No, I didn't talk to Sara. I talked to Sara after 
that project was over. 

J; His, daughter Alexis? 

G: I spoke to her as well some time later. I spoke to his 
living aunt, living uncle. 

J: That was his... 

G; Yeah. It was good. Good. And they really saw him for 
what he was, as well. They knew him in a real manner. They 
knew that he was a big storyteller. 

S: Now, at this time you're going around talking to these 
people and I presume verifying his various degrees and his 
education credentials, etc. And you're starting to see holes 
in these stories, right? At this point, it's still 1980, are 
you going, whoa. This guy's full of shit. Or are you going. 
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oh, something's wrong here? Or — I mean I know so many 
people within the church, despite the fact that these claims 
and the intros to these books and L. Ron Hubbard's past, you 
know, and he's been killed three times and come back to life 
and born of a Virgin Mother or whatever the hell it is, they 
consider that these things are factual. He was a war hero. 
He did have these degrees. Arid that the government with a ‘ 
conspiracy against Scientology has gone in an altered all this 
information. Do you know what I mean? It's like, to continue 
their own delusion of what was what. 

Now, at this point in 1980 were you still buying the story or 
would you concerned, you know, in terms of the validity of 
any of that? 

G: There were a couple of steps in the process. Initially, I 
just collected the documents. Then I began to see 
discrepancies. And although I saw discrepancies I continued 
to believe that what he was writing about himself and what he 
had been saying was the truth. And that the discrepancies 
could be explained in some manner. Additionally, if there are 
only a couple of discrepancies and they're minor 
discrepancies, who cares. But, through the process of the 
accumulation of the biographic archive, in my study of them, I 
began to see that it wasn't just a few isolated instances but, 
rather, that he had — that lying had been his pattern and 
that that's what was true about him. What was true about him 
was that he was a liar and that he appeared to think that he 

could lie with impunity. 

J; What lies did you see specifically that you could 
enximerate a few. 

G: The ones which were significant to me were the ones I 
think which had been used to draw me into the organization 
and which had kept me in the organization for all that time, 
and they were not just used for that but used to create a 
mystic^ about him which you could not penetrate, could not 
question. It was significant ones. If he had been crippled 
and blinded during the 2nd World War. That he had cured 
himself with Dianetics. That it was a matter of medical 
record that he'd twice been pronounced dead. That he was a 
nuclear physicist. Those, to me, significant 
representations, I was able to show in his own documents, not 
the government's documents, but documents which he maintained 
in his own archive, that they were false, 

J: Gerry, how did you feel when this came to light? I mean, 
you're a loyal Sea Org member. You have worked for the last 
ten years as a Sea Org member working night and day very 
hard, giving your all, complete dedication, sometimes_16, 18, 
20 hours a day. How did you feel when you began to find 
these things out and they began to dawn on you that this man 
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was a bigger liar than he was a purveyor a truth? This must 
have been the devastating thing to go through. You were 
loyal. There was probably no person any more loyal than you. 
You were one of the loyal Sea Org members. 

G; Well, it was initially like I say, I just noted the 
discrepancies and carried on with my work. There came a time 
when my mind began to open. I began to see, and I began to 
question. That period of time was also a period of great 
confusion. There was also a period of time of some loneliness 
because there really was no one to talk to because I couldn't 
go to someone with a critical thought. I could not — you 
could not talk and say the things that I had to say inside 
the organization. 

Then there came a period of time in the fall of 1980. I 
actually had tried a couple of times. I'd gone to Laurel 
with some discrepancies, cause Laurel had been his public 
relations officer for many years. She knew the story. And I 
was saying, "Laurel, this isn't true. We can't say that." 
Well she got really angry at me and silenced me. So I learned 
to not say anything. 

But there were a couple of points. One of them was 
contracting with Omar Garrison. And Garrison had a couple of 
very pro-Scientology books prior to my coming on the scene 
although he was not a Scientologist.. 

S; He was a huge ally of the church, in fact ... 

G: He was a huge ally so again even with Garrison I couldn't 
just say, "Hey, Omar, you know, check this out. It's 
bullshit!" 

S: I've connected the dots and it's scary. 

G; Right. Now, it was a gradual thing with him, too. I 
would give him material and then we'd talk about it. 
Gradually I began to see that Omar understood, and Omar was 
an ally of mine, so we began to be able to talk freely. And 
that was another key to my getting out of the organization 
was... spending a lot of time with him, with his wife, 
travelling around the country in different situations outside 
the organization. And then going back into the organization 
and having that comparison all the time where you do, having 
the knowledge that I had, going into the organization and 
seeing the craziness inside and then going out of the 
organization and seeing that the representations the 
organization was making about the outside was another aspect 
of the big lie which was being run on us. 

But, toward the end of my existence inside the organization, 
and also as I learned more I became, I guess, braver and 
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braver and braver. You know, willing to stand up — it didn’t 
matter any more. You know, you want to kick me out of this 
organization? See you later. 

But I was still there, still dedicated, so I developed 
something of a cause during my last few months inside the 
organization of attempting to get the organization — and, of 
course, I knew it would get to Hxibbard and it was sort of a 
challenge to him, but initially to get the organization to 
change what it was saying. 

S: I remember that part very well. 

G; And I critiqued a number of the dust jacket material and 
the "About the Author" sections of the various books, and we'd 
go through them and line by line say, "This isn't true, this 
isn't true." Here are the facts." This we don't know. We 
can't document that. It sounds like bullshit to me. And so, 
I did that with a number of pieces. And I think it actually 
had a good effect up to a certain point, because they did 
actually change them and tone down some of the hyperbole. 

S; Now, didn't at that point you also feel — this is per my 
recollection cause I was a PR at that time and worked pretty 
close with Laurel and — didn't you feel that despite the 
fabrications and despite the inconsistencies that there was 
still value to Hubbard? I think I recalled something about, 
"Gerry said that we could still do a biography and just make 
it truthful and still..." — because LRH had contributed so 
much, just do a truthful thing, and his contributions would 
stand on their own. You didn't need all this fabrication. 
And you sort of had platformed this campaign, right, where 
you went over like a pregnant polevaulter... 

G: Right. 

S: ...as I recall. 

G: It really, I think, ran his accomplishments_and the 
technology will have to stand on its own. If it's going to 
stand, it has to stand on its own. We can't hold it up with 
lies. That's the way I still feel about it and I think it 
has fallen on its own. I don't think that it's workable and 
I think that'it's an enforced technology. But that's 
sometime later in my development. 

S: Now, by this time, you and Terry were no longer married 
and you had remarried to Joyce Brown. 

G; Right. 

S: Was your relationship with your wife at this time, where 
you were very vulnerable and feeling alone, was that any 
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solace to you? 

G: Yeah. See, she came along in... 

S: Another catch, dude. I mean she was such a doll-baby. She 
is such a doll-baby. 

G: Yeah, she's a sweetheart. Initially, I'm working away on 
the biography project and she's up there in SMI, Scientology 
Missions International. And we connect. And you know what a 
Sea Org romance is like, you know. "Hey, gotta a weekend 
free, let's drive down to Tijuana and get married." You know 
it's that kind of a thing. I think I drove her down one week 
and got her a divorce and the next week got her — married 
her, sort of. 

But she was in much the same situation as I was, in, that, if 
you're free to talk to anyone inside the organization then, 
for one thing, the organization wouldn't be Scientology — if 
people were free to talk it wouldn't be Scientology because 
that's the essence of Scientology is its lack of freedom. 
We at one point came to this realization that we could talk. 
So, just toward the end of our being inside the organization 
we formed something of a conspiracy of two. And so, knowing 
what we knew, and once I knew that I could talk to her and 
what she knew is she could talk to me, and we formed this 
little conspiracy... 

J: It really wasn't a conspiracy though. It was open, honest 
communication. 

S: Between a husband and wife. 

G; Right, open and honest between us, but .... 

S: But within the organization it would have been a 
conspiracy. 

G: ...but conspiring to not let the organization know because 
they say you must talk open and freely to this sec checker 
but you can't talk open and freely to your spouse. 

S: What? 

G: That's the organizational paradonn. So we violated that 
because when it came to sec checking it was -- I mean she had 
to go through a sec check toward the end of our Sea Org 
experience and by that time, I mean, once you know that the 
whole thing is a scam, anybody can con a sec checker, because 
you have a certain altitude. Go ahead and ask a guestion. I 
don't care. 

S: That's right. 



-15- ^ 

4760 

G: You know, it doesn't read. There's no more belief in that 
meter. It's just a pack of garbage. 

J; Are you saying that the E-Meter is not 100% effective? 

G: The E-meter is at best a worthless, anti-religious 
artifact. 

J: Thank you. 

S: Don't sugarcoat it honey, give it to us straight, ok? I 
mean, you know, enough of this pussyfooting around stuff. 

J: You feel pretty strongly about that, don't you Jerry? 

S: Yeah. 

G: No, it's ... irrelevant. It has no meaning. It has no 
value whatsoever. 

J: I think the value that it has is the value that the person 
holding the cans has... 

S: Infuses into it ... 

J: Yeah, places upon it because of what he's been told or 
shown. 

G: That's not the value. There may be some value in 
answering questions. There may be some value of looking into 
one's mind. And — 

J: I agree with what you're saying. I don't disag.. I'm 
saying the value that it has to the organization, not to the 
person. 

G: Oh, yes. It has the same kind of value that thumbscrews 
had in another era. 

J: Yeah. 

S: Now, Gerry, when you had all those documents and you had 
these boxes, liid you not come across a lot of evidence in 
terms of not only inconsistencies in the fabrications that L. 
Ron Hubbard had presented to Scientology as a whole, but also 
things that made his past actually questionable in terms of 
maybe alcoholism or drug use or things that you came across 
that not only show him as someone who's made up these things, 
but showed a quite — A man who was the antithesis of what had 
been presented. 

G: Yeah. Yeah. 
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S; Tell us about that. 

G: I began to see that his drug of choice in his later years 
were steroids. And he dosed himself with massive doses of 
testosterone and I remain convinced that that is what he used 
to keep an edge on his belligerence. 

S: Interesting. 

J: How did you come to find that out? 

G; From his own writings. 

J; Is there any way that we could look at those writings? 

G: I don't know of any way of getting to them at this time. 

J: Why? I know it's a simple question, but why? 

G: Because the organization will not disgorge the true 
information which it has on Hubbard. 

S; Do you think they've kept that information or do you think 
they've destroyed the information? 

G: Both. So that there is certain aspects of what they've 
done and the criminal activity that they're involved in which 
they maintain and there're certain aspects of it which they 
destroy. 

J; When you say the criminal activity they're involved in, 
do you think that the majority of Scientologists have any 
idea that that's going on? 

S: The current Scientologists? 

J: Yeah. 

G: No. 

S; Of course not. 

J; Then? 

G: When you talk about the majority — the people at the top 
know. 

J; Like David Miscavige and Norman Starkey and... 

G: Yeah, and Gene Ingram? Sure. The people who control 
Scientology. And the lawyers. Oh, yeah, the Earle Cooleys 
of the world? Sure. They absolutely know that they're 
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involved in criminal activity designed to destroy civil 
rights of the members of the organization and the lives of 
anyone they perceive as enemies. 

J; Can you give me two examples of civil rights that 
Scientology has violated? 

G: Freedom of association, freedom of speech, freedom of 
religion. 

S: Just to name a few, honey. 

J: Ok. Yeah. I mean, thanks because... 

S: Gerry, keep going. 

J; That sort of thing I think is important. Most people 
don't realize that that's what's going on. Most people have 
no idea that that's going on. Did you feel like you were 
manipulated while you were in there? 

G: While I was in there I don't recall that the subject of 
manipulation crossed my mind. I don't think I could have 
allowed myself to think that I was being manipulated. But... 

J; Did you ever feel that way? 

G: I felt absolutely controlled. But my understanding of the 
manipulation, the coercion, comes later. 

J: After one pulls back and views it from the outside. 

G: Yeah, well, I mean, technically I was inside but I had 
really begun to deprogram myself and so... 

J: Did you tie yourself up? I mean we all know about 
deprogrammings. You get tied up, and ... 

S: ... sexually molest yourself. 

J: Did you tie yourself up and sexually molest yourself? 

G; Oh, I mean, deprogramming has to do with that s\ibject of 
manipulation." While you're programmed you don't know that 
you are being manipulated. When you're deprogrammed you 
realize that you have been manipulated. 

J: So in order to be deprogrammed, one has to be programmed. 

G: Yeah. 

J: Deprogramming doesn't work on somebody who hasn't been 

programmed. 



-18- 

47R3 

G: I would think that's true. 

J: Yeah. I would think so too. I would think so too. 

G: Accepting the word and the definition. 

J: When did you leave? 

G: December *81. 

J; Why? 

G: It was time to go. (laughter) 

J: Would you tell me a little bit more about that. I mean, I 
believe what you're saying but not everybody knows the Gerry 
Armstrong story. And I think a lot of people might be most 
interested. 

G: Ok. Well, I came to the point I guess a couple of weeks 
prior to that and I had been very vocal on the subject of the 
lies, Hubbard's lies, the organization's lies and the 
organization's activities. And my vocalness had come to the 
attention of Norman Starkey. Norman Starkey at that time was 
on a mission operated by David Miscavige, the purpose of 
which was to take care of Hubbard's legal problems so that he 
could come out of hiding. And Starkey one day came into my 
area, Hubbard archives area, and we had a conversation. And 
he accused me of saying things about Hubbard which were 
untrue. And one of the things he said was, Hubbard — he 
wanted, Starkey wanted, to charge the PRs through the ages 
with creating the lies which I have documented. 

S; Well... now hadn't that happened to a large extent? Did 
Lizzie and Laurel — for a period of time, I don't know what 
happened to the whole thing, but they took the fall that they 
had made it up and they had written these falsehoods about L. 
Ron Hubbard. 

G: But they weren't around in 1950 and 1952 and 1965... 
9 

S: No, but they were the ones who — they had written down 
the biographical information on L. Ron Hubbard, how it was 
dictated to them by L. Ron Hubbard, per my recollection. 

G; But they were not there. If you look at — what's the 
book on the atom bomb, the nuclear physicist's book ~ "All 
About Radiation". If you look at that book and if you look at 
the bulletins that were written in that era it says, L. Ron 
Hubbard, a nuclear physicist. Lizzie wasn't there. Laurel 
wasn't there. 
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S: That's true. That's so true. 

G: How can you say — I mean, it's like one thing to make 
those people scape goats, but those people weren't there in 
'56. Laurel wasn't old enough to be there in '56. She was 
in our generation. I mean, you know, we're the 60's. We're 
the baby boomers. 

S: Lizzie certainly wasn't there, either. 

G: Anyway, what I did was show Starkey in Hvibbard's 
handwriting where he had called himself a nuclear physicist 
and Starkey just went silent and he stormed out. And a short 
time later I was called down to Gilman Hot Springs. 

J: Do you think he had a major ARC break? 

G: No, I think that he recognized that everything that he had 
put his life into for so many years and had done so many 
rotten things and attacked so many people in defense of. That 
he saw that that hung in the balance and he had to go one way 
or another. So he chose to close his mind. And he wrote to 
the ... one of the executives of La Quinta ... Gilman Hot 
Springs and requested that I be sec checked. 

J: This is the Golden Ere Studios, or Golden Era Studios. 

G: Right, but at that time — I'm not sure what it is now. 

S; No, cause it's at Gilman's. 

G; CMC headquarters... 

S: This is at La Quinta. 

G; No, this is Gilman. 

S: Oh,, this is Gilman, ok. 

G: Yeah, this is — CMO headquarters, in any case. And so I 
went — I was called to Gilman and I spoke to Cirrus Slepp. 
And she asked me about — she actually showed me Starkey's 
report on me.. And I said that I — you. know I was quite open 
with her. 

S: Now Starkey reported that you had fabricated this 
information? 

G; No, Starkey reported that I was criticizing Hubbard and he 
wanted to find out what I had been saying and what documents 
I had been giving to Omar Garrison because I'm working 
closely with Garrison, and if I'm giving Garrison documents 
showing that L. Ron Hubbard claimed to be a nuclear 
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physicist and L. Ron Hubbard lied about being a nuclear 
physicist and Starkey knew about many more lies... 

J: The cat would be out of the bag. 

G: Right. So he wanted — they wanted to keep a lid on it. 
Cause his job, of course, is to continue the myth of L. Ron 
Hubbard. Starkey's put a whole life into doing that. He's 
dedicated to that illusion. 

J: Starkey got into Scientology in the 60's in South Africa. 
So he's been in a long time, probably 30 years. 

G: Yeah 

J: That's a long time to put in. It's at that point 20 years. 

G: Right. And he was in a position of power. And he liked 
those positions of power. And this is, of course, some kind 
of a threat. I mean, here's just some guy down there making 
all kinds of noise and essentially calling L. Ron Hubbard a 
liar. 

J; You know, one of things that always... I'd always thought 
about in Scientology was the is-ness, as-is-ness, 
alter-is-ness and not-is-ness. It says in order for something 
to survive or continue there has to be a lie in it. And the 
question that always came to my mind — the first question 
that always came to my mind is, for Scientology to continue it 
must have a lie because it says so right here. In order for 
anything to continue it has to have a lie. So I always 
wondered what the lie in Scientology was. 

G; The lie is that is Hubbard's philosophy. Hubbard's 
philosophy is flawed. It is a corrupt, dishonest philosophy. 
And he was a corrupt and dishonest man. 

J; You must hate his guts. You must hate his guts for a 
person'who's ... for a person who's been loyal... 

G: That which will survive is that which can never be 
altered. That which is altered and that which is hence 
unreal, that which is a lie, will not persist. Now you can 
try and Hxibbctrd can try but you will not get lies to persist. 

J; That's true because there's always some truth under there 
and they'll pull the truth out and it's fixed full of lies. 

G: The truth will be there no matter what you do with it. 

J: We need to go eat lunch, or dinner? 

G: Oh, ok. 
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J: So I think that you have an appointment. 

G: Yeah. 

J: Before we do that, let me ask you two quick questions. 

G: Ok. 

J; You left in '81. 

G: Right. 

J: You were sued in '84. 

G: '82. 

J; '82. 

S; Jerry? 

J; It went to trial in '84. 

G; Right. 

S; We should just pick this up, because... 

J: We will. 

S: Ok, I just wanted ... 

J; We will. But, I just want to get this on here. They lost 
the suit against you. 

G! Right. 

J; In '86. 

S: Big time. 

J; In '86. They sued you in '82. Went to trial in '84. In 
'86 they settled out of court with you. 

G: Right. 

J; For hundreds of thousands of dollars, if my sources are 
correct, and you don't need to verify ... or hints at all, if 
you can let us — if you want to, it's fine. But there's no 
reason to give anything. If my sources have been correct you 
got $800,000. You — Scientology paid you $800,000 because 
you knew the truth about L. Ron Htibbard. You knew the 
truth. And you have been harrassed and you've followed. 
You've been lied about. You've had people watch you 24 hours 
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a day for weeks on end. You've had to go through extreme 
mental pressure today, yesterday, even. Gene Ingram says 
things to you like, "Gosh, Gerry, you look like you have 
AIDS," when in fact you're a very healthy person and you're a 
marathon runner. And it's... 

G: Right. 

J: Settlement aside, but, these other things are correct. 

G: Right. 

J: These guys are still harrassing you. 

G: Right. 

J: And you were a loyal, loyal. Sea Org member. Never in 
your wildest dreams did you think, when you got into 
Scientology, and you dedicated your life to this, if ever they 
had put you in this position. 

G; Right. 

J: Thanks. Can we continue this? 

G: Yeah. 

J: Thanks. 

G; Thank you. 

[RESUME TAPING] 

S: Hi Gerry, you left in '81. 

G; Right, December '81. 

S: Can you tell me what led up to your departure from 
Scientology? 

G; Sure. I had come to the conclusion at the end of '81 that 
the organization was not going to reform its ways, it was not 
going to correct the lies L. Ron Hubbard had told about 
himself. L. 'Ron Hxibbard was not going'to correct the lies 
he'd been telling about himself. The organization was not 
going to change its -- what I considered -— criminal and 
anti-social behavior. And I knew that my days were numbered, 
that I could not continue to be in the organization taking 
the stand that I had been taking, being vocal on the sxibject 
of Hxibbard's lies. So I really was faced with only one 
choice to make and that was to leave. So, I carefully, 
cautiously, and over a period of a week or ten days removed 
my few belongings and my wife's few belongings out of the 
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building and we cleaned our living space before we left. Left 
the few pieces of Sea Org uniform that I had, and we drove 
away. 

S: I see. Now didn't you at this time do something rather 
brazen which is like — didn't you keep some of the 
docvimentation for some period of time and send copies to the 
church or vice versa kept copies and sent stuff back to the 
church? 

G: No. 

S: No? 

G; No, I didn't. I worked very diligently and my wife Joyce 
— and Jocyln — worked very diligently for the last couple 
of weeks copying whatever we could copy of the docviments 
which I had in archives, many of which I had already copied 
and already provided to Omar Garrison, but I was dedicated to 
Garrison. I sensed, or knew, that whoever took over the 
biography project after I left, and I assumed that it was 
going to be Vaughn Young, because he'd been working with me on 
the project at that time and it was my expectation that he was 
going to take over the project, that the organization once I 
left would not allow Garrison the access to the materials that 
I had so my dedication to him, my dedication to the biography 
project and my dedication to the attempt to bring to light the 
truth brought me to copy everything I could, and what I 
couldn't copy and all the copies that I had remaining, I took 
to Garrison at the end. So I provided them to Garrison and 
then Joyce and I drove up to Canada. And at that time we were 
completely documentless. I did not have any documents. 
Didn't do anything with the dociiments for a period of time. 

There came a time some months later because I began to work 
for Garrison outside the organization that I, at his request, 
copied a lot of the copies which I had given to him because 
he wanted to set up a separate archives because he felt that 
the organization was going to burglarize his place and steal 
the materials that I had provided to him. 

So, that second set of materials was what I then provided to 
Mike Flynn, or sent to Mike Flynn, after I knew that the war 
with the organization had started, in the spring of 1982. 

So, the organization's claim that I stole all these documents 
— that's simply not true. I was under contract to provide 
the documents that I could to Garrison and I performed 
pursuant to that contract. It was only as a result of the 
organization's declaring me an enemy — I knew that I was 
then fair game. I knew that the battle had been engaged, ^d 
I took it as what was the only sane thing to do. Anticipating 
a legal battle. In fact I was told to get a lawyer. I did. 
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I got Mike Flynn. 

S: Okay. And so, then, how did it progress from that point, 
the legal battle? 

G; Through the spring of '80 — late spring of '82 and into 
the summer I provided sets of documents as I was able to get 
them from Garrison and copy them. I sent them to Mike Flynn. 
Some of the doc^lments that I sent were some of the originals 
which I had provided to Garrison. 

Some of the originals I provided to Garrison because he 
needed, or, we felt, that it was very good to have originals 
because he was considering including copies, photographs of 
the original documents in the biography, some of the things 
which were in Hubbard's handwriting and on the original paper 
would have been great included in the biography. So some of 
them he had for that reason. Some of them he had because I 
just didn't have time to copy them. It was our intention 
that Garrison would copy them and he'd provide — give the 
originals back to the organization. 

But some of the documents were originals, but most of them 
were copies which I provided to Flynn. 

S: Now up to this point Mr. Garrison had been, as you'd 
stated before, an ally of the church. And Did he also -- was 
he becoming disillusioned with all this newly discovered 

information? 

G: I think he was — he wasn't probably as illusioned as I 
thought he was. He really was an intelligent man living on 
the outside of Scientology, and had provided as a writer a 
service for them in doing the books that he'd done. But he 
thought his own thoughts and he was independent of 
Scientology. And he is a — he's a fighter in his own way, 
so he had already had his own battles with Scientology just 
to arrive at the products that he'd done. 

So it came to him as really no surprise. And It was a 
surprise to me that it was no surprise to him. He was pretty 
real about the whole thing. But, he did begin to understand 
that he had possession of very sensitive documents and that 
the organization would then consider him, if not an enemy, 
certainly a major security threat in that he possessed these 

very sensitive documents. 

S: Okay. So, you went to court. The Church filed suit against 

you, am I correct? 

G; Yeah. August '82. 

S; You countersued. 
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G: Right. 

S: This was a big suit. I mean this was well covered in the 
LA Times. This was like a very big, visible suit. Can you 
tell me how that progressed and what the outcome was? And who 
all was involved? 

G: Sure. They sued me in August of 1982 seeking to recover 
the documents which I had sent to Mike Flynn, and seeking 
damages. And the causes of action were conversion. They 
considered that my providing — initially they claimed that 
my providing the documents to Omar Garrison was conversion 
because they did not know at that point that I had retained a 
copy of the contract to show that Garrison legitimately had 
the documents and that I legitimately had given Garrison the 
documents. 

I defended the suit initially by stating that the documents 
were not the organization's documents but were L. Ron 
Hubbard's documents and L. Ron Hubbard should bring the 
lawsuit but L. Ron Hubbard would not come out of hiding, and 
he was afraid to come into court. So then Mary Sue Hubbard 
intervened on his behalf. And she claimed a proprietary 
interest in the documents. 

That was the initial stage of the lawsuit. The judge in 
Superior Court -- I think it was Judge Coale, then ordered 
the documents which I had provided to Mike Flynn and to my 
other lawyers Contos and Bunch in Woodland Hills — he ordered 
those documents be delivered to the court and they stayed 
within the possession of the court through the lawsuit, 
through the pendency of the lawsuit up until the time of 
settlement which was December 1986. 

So, they initially sued me, and then I filed a counterclaim 
for the intentional infliction of emotional distress and for 
fraud. That then, the two cases were bifurcated — they were 
split apart so that initially all that got tried at my trial, 
at the Breckenridge trial in the spring of 1984 was their 
lawsuit against me. And out of that came the famous 
Breckenridge decision in which he found that because of my 
knowledge of fair game, of organization,intelligence 
operations and of the fraud of L. Ron Hubbard that I was 
justified in going to Garrison, getting the documents that I 
knew about and sending them to my lawyer. So ... That was the 

result of that trial. 

My case against them... 

S; Was that a jury trial? 

G: No, judge trial. My case against them did not go to trial 
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because that was settled. It was scheduled to go to trial. 
At one time in December of '86, then in early 1987. And in 
large part because it was scheduled to go to trial the 
organization settled it. 

S: Now I know a lot of other executives at the time sort of 
— I wouldn't say rallied around you, but, but, came to 
witness against the Church during this time. 

G: Right. 

S: And that was a big thing at the time, right, because these 
were some of the senior most executives of the church. 

G: Uh hxih. Laurel Sullivan who'd been Hubbard's p\iblic 
relations officer whose history went back with him through the 
Sea Org. Bill — sorry. Bill Franks wasn't there. Homer 
Schomer. Eddie Walters. 

S: Kima, didn't Kima.. 

G: Kima testified. Nancy Dincalci. So a number of them 
were, really my friends. People who I'd known inside the 
organization and outside the organization. A group of 
friends who were quite close to me and who had the courage to 
come forward and testify. 

S: That's great. Now, your suit settled and — bring us up 
to date to this point as well as how you feel retrospectively 
about the whole situation, what, you know, what would like to 
do now, are you under a gag order presently? Are you not? 

G: I'll give you the history. 

S; Ok. 

G: So in. From 1984 after the Breckenridge decision there were 
a series of events — operations that the organization mounted 
against me to compromise me, to set me up, to get me charged 
with false criminal charges, any number of things. The 

onslaught... 

S; 1984, that was during the trial — during your case or 
prior to your case or after your case? 

G; They began before — in 1982 they had Pis on me, I was 
assaulted, I was driven into. They tried to get me in a 
highway accident. They harrassed me day and night for well 
over a month. Then as a result of the court's comment about 
this kind of activity, they backed off. They kept up the 
legal onslaught and they deposed me in any number of cases 
and within my own case. And they ran operations against me. 

You okay? 
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S: Yeah. 

G: But it was really after my trial in 1984 when they 
escalated the war. They sent around my friend Dan Sherman. 
You may know him. And I liked Dan. We were really close. 
And we hung out a lot. But the whole thing was an operation 
to get Dan close to me so that I could be set up. And what 
they tried to do through Dan was to convey to me the idea that 
there was a group of people inside the organization who wanted 
to reform it, who wanted to get rid of the.criminal element at 
the top of the organization and have it revert to its 
pre-Guardian's Office, pre-criminal days. Get rid of the 
criminality. 

S: Now, so at this point, were you supportive of that 
effort, on Danny's part? 

G: Well, at first all it was was him telling me that there 
was this group of people and then he would send me messages 
from them. And then gradually I built up a relationship with 
them. These people claimed to be a core group of 35 people 
inside the organization who were working covertly because of 
their fear that should it become known that they wanted to 
reform the organization they said they were afraid for their 
lives. 

S: So at this point despite everything you knew adsout Hubbard 
you must have had some faith in the technology of 
Scientology. Or am I wrong? Am I mistaken? I mean if you 
thought well we can restore this organization to its original 
intention to be, you know, this may be humanitarian group or 
maybe this ... 

GA; No. No, it's more like downstairs here there could be 
any niomber of Catholics, Protestants, Jews or whatever, but 
I support the cause that they're involved in. It's that sort 
of way. I did not consider myself a Scientologist, but, if 
Scientologists want to continue to be Scientologists and at 
the same time clean up the criminal element in the 
organization I can support that without myself being a 
Scientologist. So I supported their intention of reforming 
the organization. And I didn't know whg they were. I'd never 
spoken to them so it was sort of a support from a distance — 
there was nothing to do. He was relaying this information to 
me. 

Then they initiated a dialogue with me. They wanted to 
communicate with me. And they would send messages via Dan, 
the message that they really respected me for what I did, the 
integrity that I showed during the trial, and so on. I got a 
phone call one night from one of these guys just after the 
trial and just the day before I was to fly to London to 
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testify in the child custody case, the one that Jolly West 
quoted from today, the Latey decision came out of that trial. 
I went over there and testified. Well the night before I 
received a telephone call from one of these people claiming to 
be one of the 35 Loyalists. And he said, "We can get your pc 
folders. We know you want your pc folders. We can get them 
for you." "Oh, ok. What do I have to do?" "Oh, well you'll 
have to drive to a certain place in Los Angeles..." 

S: Griffith Park. 

G; No, this was a different — I never went, I never bit. I 
never rose to the bait on that occasion. I said, "Well, to 
me this could be construed as accepting stolen property and 
it also could be an attempt to get ... to stop me, because of 
the times that were involved, to stop me from flying to 
London, cause they did not want me testifying in the trial. I 
said, "As much as I'd like the pc folders I can't do it." In 
any case I flew to London and testified. There, in London, I 
was harrassed at Heathrow Airport by private investigators. 
And they, in fact, wrote sworn affidavits that I was observed 
passing sealed documents to a bearded Arab in the Old Cock 
Tavern, pardon me, on a particular Tuesday night. I had in 
fact been at the Old Cock Tavern for lunch on the day previous 
but I was not there now on a Tuesday night. And the whole 
thing was concocted, but that's true to form of Scientology, 
you know, manufacture evidence. So they ... a Scientology 
operative will swear to anything. The fact that it's a sworn 
affidavit doesn't mean anything. But it was just another 
piece of the ongoing operation to compromise and set me up. 

I returned to the U.S. and then I was contacted by two 
people. One of them was David Kluge, who I only knew at that 
time as Joey. And the other one was Mike Hinder, who I'd 
known from inside the organization in the Sea Org. And both 
of them — and all of this was video taped, illegally, 
covertly, by Gene Ingram. And I didn't know at the time and I 
talked to them like I ... 

S: This was the meeting in the park. 

G: Right. 

S: The famous'-meeting in the park. 

G: Right. And there were a series of meetings in the park but 
I talked to them like I talk to you and I — you know my 
language was atrocious. I made bad jokes. Just rotten. I 
had a foul mouth at the time. But I was also — you know, I 
mean., I could pick up that there was something weird going on 
because what they would tell me off camera seemed to be so 
different from the questions that they're now we're sitting on 
a park bench and they're talking to me. And I'm ... was 
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completely open about the whole thing, but I also knew that 
there was something weird about it so a lot of what I'm saying 
on the video tape reflects that aspect of the thoughts that 
are going through my mind about how strange this is. 

But there are some really funny things that occurred. If 
you've never seen the videos, they're very, very funny. 

S: You know, I on't know, Gerry, that the videos were ever 
shown. What I do know is that a transcript of these meetings 
was pviblished in Freedom News Journal. 

G: Right. A part, part of it. 

S: In part. But it was very interestingly written because it 
would say — it would have a quote and it might be a 
sentence, and then it would say, "And then he said..." and 
the rest was all just like editorialized, "And then he said 
this and this and de-de-de-de-de-de-de-de-de." And then 
there'll be another quote. And I thought, "Well, if he said 
these things why didn't you just publish the dialogue? Why 
are you giving me your interpretation of what he actually 
said?" 

J; True to form. 

S; Of course. It amused me. I was still involved in 
Scientology. Still a believer. I saw this. I have to tell 
you, this shook me, cause I went, "This is nuts." Who could 
ever believe this article? And I was truly, truly committed 
to the organization at this point. But it really made me go, 
"Please, this so discredits them. Why would they do this 
this way?" 

G; When they first broke the videos in 1985 up in the 
Christofferson trial, before they were shown to the jury the 
judge viewed the first two videos. And he viewed them in his 
chambers, then he came back out and he said, "These are very 
damaging, damaging to the church." Right. And they polled the 
jury after the trial. And they said that the video tapes of 
me only proved one thing. And that was that fair game was 
alive and well in 1985. 

So, the Scientologists are so blinded. Here's the way I think 
it went down. People are reporting to Hubbard through this 
time that they have an intelligence connection to Armstrong. 
And Hubbard hates Armstrong, you know, cause I've been saying 
all these things. And they've been telling him that I took 
the documents. 

S: Pull back the curtain. 

G; I mean, out of what I did came the Breckenridge decision 



which stated, "This guy is a paranoid, schizophrenic." I 
mean just the worst thing that he ever wanted to hear. But 
true. 

But they — the organization could never tell Hubbard the 
truth. And Hubbard could never hear the truth, so there's a 
perfect situation there for Hubbard to get partial truth and 
it always happened inside the organization, then he would 
issue an order. He would issue an order, in this case, like, 
"Get that into evidence. That'll destroy Armstrong." Because 
they're telling him, "We've got video tapes of Armstrong 
saying 'this,' and of course, they take one line out of 
context." But that's the big win that they want to convey 
uplines to Hubbard. 

And of course, Hvibbard doesn't get the whole picture, but now 
he has issued an order. And now they have to jump through the 
hoops to get those video tapes — illegally taken, and the 
judge stated up in Oregon, these things are illegal. But they 
fought to get them in. And after the judge said they're 
damaging against the church, does anyone care? I had to go 
through the incredible embarrassment of my foul mouth, and I 
didn't know, you know, did I pick my nose, you know — how did 
I? You know there's four hours of video tape I was just -- I 
was a total jerk. 

S: (Laughter) 

G; But I understood after a while I really — it was terrible 
to me. Up in the Christofferson trial. When I knew that my 
friend, Dan Sherman had set me up, that the whole thing was a 
set-up, that they'd video-taped all of this stuff, the 
betrayal was so awful to me. I was suicidal for just days. I 
walked out of the courtroom. The judge got rid of the jury, 
sent everyone home, and he was busy watching these things in 
there. And I'm sitting, I'm alone out there in the courtroom 
for an hour and then someone, one of the Scinos' lawyers 
walked in and made some complaint about me even staying in the 
courtroom and so I walked outside. 

And we were on the third floor of the courthouse. And there 
was, you know, the stairs came up like this onto the third 
floor and then they went around like th^t so there were two 
places where you could look down three floors onto the marble 
floor below. It looked just hard enough that it would do the 
job, just smack! I really considered it for a long time. I 
walked over to the railing of one of these areas and I looked 
down, and I was just contemplating just ending it right there. 
Then I realized that down below was a set of pay phones and 
that, you know, someone crossed over there to the payphone and 
I realized, you know, here I go to end it all and I take some 
innocent guy out walking to the payphones, so I couldn't do 
that so I walked over to the other one, thinking well, you 
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know, here's an opportunity. And there was a bank of Coke 
machines. And so, you know, just out to save some other poor 
guy, I didn't take my own life at the time. 

But it was horrible. I just ... I came just so close. And 
I... My heart — there was incredible pain. One night I just 
couldn't sleep and there was this pain and I just couldn't’ 
breathe. Awful! It went on for some days over a weekend and 
then into the next week. I think they had me on the stand for 
10 days, 7 or 8 of which were cross-examination with the great 
Earle the pearl Cooley. Anyway ... 

So that's what happened in 1985 and they just continued after 
that. Then they culled my pc folders. And they sent all the 
most scurrilous stuff out of my pc folders. And they put that 
... filed the stuff in my case in LA Superior Court. 

S; Well, you had to have of known that that was going to 
happen. 

6: Well, I mean, you get a sense but you really can't believe 
it until you see it. And then you can't believe the twists 
that they and their lawyers put on it. You know and there was 
this dream I had. I had a dream up in Portland in '85 and I 
sent it... I've had very few memorable dreams in my life and 
only one or two of them have I ever written down. And this 
one was so vivid and so memorable that I wrote it down. And I 
wrote it, I think, very concisely. It was some of my very 
best literature because it is really tight and really good. 
It's also really foul. The language and the concepts are just 
grotesque. But it was a great dream. And I sent it to Dan 
Sherman because he's my literary buddy. It ends up the Scinos 
get it and they got that! And they want to put that into 
evidence in the ... the Christofferson trial! 

That one,' that one followed me this last year it showed up in 
Johannesburg in South Africa. The organization provided it to 
their lawyers over there to attack me with. A dream! And 
they twisted that — that the fact that I had a dream was the 
proof of what a perverse, distorted guy I was. Anyway... 

So, there was a series of things. When I first arrived in 
Boston, in September of '85, well October '85, they brought 
criminal, they attempted to bring criminal charges against 
me with the FBI for impersonating an FBI officer. Five times 
they brought either flat out criminal, or quasi-criminal 
contempt charges against me. And they tried the same thing 
in Marin County. 

S; Gerry, let me stop you here for a minute. What motivates 
you. I mean, why on earth wouldn't you say, "I did this. I 
messed up. I made a wrong choice. I'm just going to go away 
now. And have my life and just ... you know, I have my wife 
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and I have our birds or...” whatever you guys had at the time. 
I don't remember. I used to get Christmas cards from you guys 
— I think you had birds or cats or something. 

G: Yeahl We had birds. That little guy could talk. 

S: Nicky? 

G: Mikey. 

S: Mikey. 

G: Right1 

S; That's right. 

G: Anyway, there was a period of time, December '86. It was 
the time of the settlement. And we'll get back to the 
settlement in a minute. 

I felt that I really could get on with my life. And I could 
do a number of other things. I began to, I mean I'd always 
written, but I wrote seriously. I drew seriously. I spent a 
lot of time doing my things. I had my own life. And I 
maintained communication with my friends you know, who I did 
not disconnect as a result of the settlement. The 
organization may have felt that I should have or had to or 
that I was contracted to but I didn't do that. But I really 
had my own life and I wasn't involved in anyone's litigation. 
And I didn't have to do anything about them for a period of 
time. 

But the organization couldn't quit. They couldn't let the 
Breckenridge decision stand. They couldn't let my image 
stand, whatever I represented to them so they continued their 
attack. They continued in a false — what they call a Dead 
Agent pack that they put out against Bent Corydon in 1987. 
They did it in the Russell Miller case, in London in 1987. 
They filed 8 absolutely false, scurrilous affidavits regarding 
me, specific to me in that case. 

S; And this was post-settlement agreement. 

G: Post-settlement agreement. Gene Ingram provided an edited 
version of the video tapes — the illegal video tapes to the 
London Sunday Times. 

S: Now let me ask you something? In this settlement 
agreement, does it clearly state that this was not allowed? 
In the settlement agreement? I mean, were they thus in 
violation of the settlement agreement? 

Gs In my opinion, yes I Because the settlement agreement. 
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unless it worked two ways, didn't work at all. But if it was 
only one-way, then they relieved me of any duty to perform by 
their doing that. In other words, they cannot — if the 
settlement agreement is only a lop-sided, one-sided 
settlement agreement, that's fine! I honor it and I'm 
silent. And I don't do anything to violate it. Then 
everything works fine as long as they don't. But as soon as 
they, in a new, as they would say, unit of time do something, 
I clearly have the constitutional right to respond and speak 
out. They waived the right. They had to remain silent 
whether it said they had to remain silent or not. 
Additionally — 

S: Did it say? That they did? I mean, was it one of those 
agreements that Okay, we're just going to both let by-gones 
be by-gones? 

G: That's exactly the words in it, yes! Anyone would 
interpret it that way. And anyone did. But they interpret it 
by saying — 

S: You should let bygones be bygones and get over it but they 
didn't have to. 

G; Not only that! That they have a right to say whatever 
they want and I must remain silent even if they can say that 
I was an ax murderer. And I must remain silent? It doesn't 
work. But not only that, I realized that my silence was in 
fact an obstruction of justice. Because all of those people 
who depended on my testimony, and I have great testimony 
regarding the fraud of Scientology, was vital to anyone who'd 
been defrauded by Scientology. So I felt that I really have 
a right and a duty now to stand up to the organization. I did 
not — 

S: So you were feeling like you were getting over it and you 
wanted to leave it alone and you wanted to get ahold of your 
life, for a period of time until they began to lash out at 
you, at which point you said, "Hey, I don't need to lay down, 
for you to run over me." 

G: Well, there was a series of — even though they published 
the Corydon Dead Agent pack, even though they published the 
material in the Russell Miller case in 1987, shortly after the 
settlement agreement, I didn't do anything. And I didn't do 
anything until I got a series of telephone calls from Larry 
Heller, organization attorney threatening me with law — with 
being sued if I were to even testify pursuant to a subpoena. 
So I knew at this point, "This has gone too far." And what 
happened was I was sxibpoena'd to testify in a deposition in 
the Bent Corydon case. Toby Plevin subpoenaed me. Now I had 
maintained some communication with Bent because he is my 
friend. I had not assisted him in any way in his litigation 
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because I had agreed not to do that but I knew that if he 
stabpoenaed me, that that was senior to whatever settlement 
agreement existed. 

Another aspect of the settlement agreement that you should 
know, was that I was told before signing it by my lawyer, 
Mike Flynn, that it was "not worth the paper it's printed 
on. You do not have to obey this. It cannot be enforced." 
So I signed in large part because Mike Flynn said that. 

Now, in addition to that, Mike Flynn had told me through time 
— and I had grown to understand that 1) the organization had 
attempted to assassinate him 2) it had destroyed his marriage 
and 3) he had to get out of the litigation for those reasons. 
So I was faced with, if I don't sign, then all of these other 
people don't get to settle, my lawyer can't get out of the 
litigation, it's going to go on forever, and in addition to 
that, I've been told by my own lawyer it's unenforceable, it's 
not worth the paper it's printed on. So sure. I'll go ahead 
and sign this thing and I will even attempt to honor it 
knowing that the only hope for a settlement with that 
organization is if they do change their spots if they do 
indeed turn over a new leaf, and if they do indeed repudiate 
fair game. They haven't done it. Hence we now are again 
locked in battle. 

S: Now what is your present litigation with the Church of 
Scientology? 

G; They brought a lawsuit to attempt to enforce the 
settlement agreement. Out of it ... in May of this last year, 
there was a hearing here in Los Angeles, in Superior Court, in 
front of Judge Sohigian. The organization claims that they 
got a great big win out of it and that I am enjoined pursuant 
to the settlement agreement. Not truel Judge specifically 
said that he would not enforce the settlement agreement other 
than one very narrow issue. The very narrow issue is that I 
cannot except pursuant to a subpoena, assist someone intending 
to file a claim or pressing a claim against the organization. 
Now that we are appealing even that narrow ruling, because 
that's unenforceable because if you construe that my... that 
this video could possibly indirectly help someone in the 
future, I can't do this. And not only that but if you 
consider that'my existence indirectly or directly helps 
someone, then I am obliged to take my own life. In other 
words then I must stop breathing. It's unenforceable hence I 
feel that I am completely at liberty to associate with 
whomever I want, to talk to whomever I want, and I act in life 
that way. 

And that is in part why I am here at this event now, why I 
came to the CAN Conference. 
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S: OK, so what are your further plans? I mean, you’re doing 
great, now. You’ve got this luxurious long hair. 

G: I want to run a 236 marathon. 

S; 236 what? 236 yards? 

G: 2 hour and 36 minutes marathon. And I want to.. 

S; That’s what you do, you run. 

G: I run. So I want to do that. And I want to end the 
litigation and I want, you know, peace for everyone. I want 
to reform the economic system of the world and that’s mainly 
it. I don’t have any designs on the U.S. presidency. 

S: Presently. 

G: No, I can’t have, I’m Canadian. 

S: Oh, That’s right. 

G: OK are we done here? 

End of Tape. 
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Gerald Armstrong 
c/o HUB LAW OFFICES 
711 Sir Frances Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1949 

BY TELEFAX AMD U.S. MAIL 

Re: Your Appearance on KFAX Radio 

Dear Mr. Armstrong; 

I have just been informed that you are scheduled to appear 
on KFAX radio in the San Francisco area at 5:00 p.m. today on the 
"Life Line" show and that the topic to be discussed is "the inner 
workings of Scientology". 

This letter serves to put you on notice that your appearance 
on this show as described would constitute a violation of the 
Settlement Agreement which you signed with the Church of 
Scientology International on December 6, 1986. You agreed on 
that date to forgo, inter alia, future media appearances, in 
exchange for a substantial sum of money. Specifically, such an 
appearance would be a violation of paragraph 7D of the Agreement 
and will subject you to the liquidated damages provision in that 
paragraph. 

Should you appear on this radio show in violation of the 
Agreement, the Church of Scientology International will pursue 
all remedies within the judicial system to obtain damages for the 
violation and/or to enjoin any future violations of a similar 
nature. It is my sincere hope and expectation that no one will 
attempt to induce you to further breach your contractual 
obligations to the Church of Scientology International by 
permitting you to appear as scheduled. 

Very trul :rui' 

Laurie J. 

yours, 

Bartilson 
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May 3, 1993 

Laurie J. Bartilson, Esquire 
Bowles & Moxon 
6255 Sunset Boulevard 

Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, CA 90028 

Dear Ms. Bartilson: 

This is in response to your fax letter of April 28, 1993. 

You are in error in your interpretation of the December 6, 
1986 settlement agreement. I did not agree on that date to forgo 
future media appearances for a substantial sum of money. I 
agreed on that date to dismiss my action for fraud, intentional 
infliction of emotional distress, libel, breach of contract, and 
tortious interference with contract against your organization 
for, inter alia, a substantial sum of money. 

As you know I would not agree on that date to forgo media 
appearances, to not speak out against your organization's 
criminal activities, to not publish and to not communicate my 
experiences inside the organization, for any sum of money. Only 
when my lawyer assured me that those prohibitions in the 
settlement agreement were "not worth the paper they're printed 
on," and after your organization promised to end its antisocial, 
tortious and criminal activities, did I agree to sign the 
agreement. 

Thus, I agreed to not speak out, to not publish and not do 
media appearances, for no money whatsoever. Your continuing 
libel that I so agreed for "a substantial sum of money," or any 
money at all, is simply part of your ""fair" game doctrine," 
which here takes the form of what L. Ron Hubbard called a black 
propaganda campaign to make me appear to have sold out for money; 
or in your terminology to position me as a whore. 

I agreed to not speak, publish or appear in order to give 
your organization the opportunity it said it needed to change its 
antisocial ways. Since you did not avail yourselves of this 
opportunity, but used my peace gesture as an opportunity instead 
for more fair game, you are finding yourselves having to face the 

same situation you faced in 1986. 

It is exactly your continuing calumny that I sold out for 
money, in addition to all the other post-settlement attacks by 
your organization in breach of the settlement agreement, and its 
reneging on its promise to end fair game and its other antisocial 
policies and practices directed at innocent individuals, that now 
brings me to do media appearances on the subject of your 
organization's fraud, fair game and irreligion. 

Your threat that you will subject me to the liquidated 
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damages provision of the settlement agreement for appearing on 

KFAX is obscene. Even its inclusion in the settlement agreement; 

that is $50,000.00 per word I write or speak about your 

organization is obscene. You embarrass all those Scientologists 

of good will who slave for your organization, whose money you 

sguander, and in whose name you make such hollow and debased 

threats. 

Your threat directed at KFAX that they would become the 

"target of your pathologically litigious organization for inducing 

me to breach my "contractual obligations," although equally 

empty, is certainly reflective of the organization's anti- 

religious nature; that is, its reliance on lies, lawyers, 

intimidation, and bluster to achieve its unholy ends. 

As you know, I am permitted by Judge Sohigian's May 28, 1992 

injunction, unappealed by your organization, to make media 

appearances such as the one scheduled at KFAX. As you also know. 

Judge Horowitz on March 23, 1993 stayed all proceedings in the 

case of Church of Scientology International v. Gerald Armstrong, 

Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 052395. This has the 

effect as well of staying the injunction; therefore I am not 

constrained even by the narrow prohibitions of Judge Sohigian's 

ruling. And therefore I am as free as any other person in this 

free nation to speak, write and appear as I am so guided. 

And I urge you therefore to communicate to KFAX and withdraw 

your threat of litigation. I also urge you to rethink your 

attack lines on me and the other litigants who settled our claims 

against you. To position us as whores, when we attempted to free 

you from your past is really silly because it only frees us to 

say, as graphically as literature allows, what that past was that 

we would free you from, but which your organization, by its 

actions, insists we bring to the light of truth. 

There is no denying that there is a great deal of public 

interest in your organization and its antisocial practices in 

which I have a great deal of experience and expertise. Once your 

organization repudiates its antisocial practices, of course, I 

will have nothing more to say about them. In the meantime I will 

try with all my might to do what I am called to do; and an aspect 

of that is to speak out against your irreligious organization's 

threats to religion. 

Religion will not be threatened. Do not waste your time. 

There is wisdom. It is not, however, in fair game, in settlement 

agreements, in attacks on your innocent brothers, in the lies of 

L. Ron Hubbard, or in stupidity, even if it's given a name 

suggesting sapience like Scientology. 
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I expect to be doing various media appearances in the near 

future and talks to various groups, including one I have already 

agreed to with a university psychology class. I think it would 

be very beneficial, therefore, to resolve our differences as soon 

as possible by your organization's clear repudiation of its 

antisocial policies and practices, so that I can have good things 

to report at these talks. 

With a great hope for peace for all, I remain, youjij 

sincerely, 

Gerald Armstrong 

C/0 Hub Law Offices 

711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd 

San Anselmo, CA 94960 

(415)258-0360 

;ga 

cc: Ford Greene, Esquire 

Paul Morantz, Esquire 

(without enclosures) 

cc: KFAX 

Los Angeles Times 

San Francisco Chronicle 

San Francisco Examiner 

Marin Independent Journal 

Time Magazine 
(all with cc Bartilson 4/28/93 letter; cc 3/23/93 stay 

order) 
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Is L. Ron Hubbard’s morals text harmless? 

.shUg house, end promoted through The 
7/ay m Happiness Foundation, cue:: eeyer- 
ai indeoendent corporations designee oo 
propagate ITubbard’s thought. 

.Ul of these putatively "secular" ergani- 
nations are coordinated by che .Ansc-iiaiicn 
for Becter Living and Education ’--3^', 
v,-hichi3ancrganofthechurcn.Tne ’ tv'ay 
to Hanoiness” book ia itself pan :f Hub- 

BY Kenneth L. Woodward 
AND Charles Fleming 

When Carol Burgeson received a copy 
of "The Way to Happiness” in the 
mail 13 months ago, she read it 

through and decided it was the penect non- 
religious vehicle for teaching moral values 
to her senior students at Thornton Totvn- 
ship High School in Har/ey, Til. So Burge¬ 
son ordered more free copies of the book by 
L. Ron Hubbard and used them to stimu¬ 
late discussions in her classes. "It seemed 
so harmless,” she says. "Brush your teeth, 
do your work, don’t ’oe tardy—what's 
wrong with that?” 

Nothing. But she was more than a little 
surprised to discover that the late Hubbard, 
who is identihed in the pamphlets by name 
only, was the founder of the Church of 
Scientolog;,f, and that the pamp’nlets are 
distributed by a foundation tied closely to 
his controversial religion. She's not alone. 
With little fanfare, Hubbard’s text has. 
found its way into the nation’s schools. Ac¬ 
cording to the Scientologists, 8,3CXD public- 
school teachers and administrators have 
used the morality text since it was first 
published in 1981. Altogether, church offi¬ 
cials estimate, 6.8 million pupils in 7,000 
U.S. schoo’is have studied Hu’obard’s moral 
principles; internationally, more than 34 
million copies in 17 dicerent translations 
have been distributed—sometimes, say Sci¬ 
entologists, by major corporations. "That 
book,” says the Rev. Heber Jentzsch, presi¬ 
dent of the C’nurc’n of Scientology Interna¬ 
tional, "has probably had more popularity 
than anything Mr. Hubbard has written.” 

The need for books on values has long 
been recognized by public-school educa¬ 
tors. Strapped for cash and under pressure 
from parents to deliver a values-oriented 
education, many teachers and administra¬ 
tors welcome any text that promises—as 
Hubbard’s does—to deliver sound moral 
principles on a "nonreligious” basis. But 
w’nen Newswess checked with public- 
school educators who received the text, 
some said that they had been misled. In 
Brooklyn, N.Y., Lawrence Herstik, princi¬ 
pal of PS 238, initially welcomed "The Way 
to Happiness” as "a values-oriented book 
a'oout righteousness and peace.” But he 
stopped using the text after he discerned 
"an undercurrent of a religious nature.” In 
Bellflower, Calif., Jeanie Cash, principal of 
the Frank E.WoodmffiElementary School, 

ordered copies of the rlubbard cook out 
refused to put them into her classrooms 
when she discovered that t’ney came from 
the Church of Scientology. "They sen: a 
brochure saying it was a self-esteem pro¬ 
gram,” says Cash. ”I leel that I was de¬ 
ceived. We feel very strongly about the 
separation of church and state.” 

bard’s extensive p’nUcsop’nical and reli¬ 
gious writings, which for Scientologists, 
says Jentzsch, "are the same as the Bible 
is for Christians and the Koran is for 
Muslims.” Whatmaies "T’ne Way ” accept¬ 
able for public-school use, Jentzsch ar¬ 
gues, is that students who read the bcok 
do not .have to follow Hubbard's moral 

Since "The Way to Happiness" claims 
that it is "not part of any church doctrine,” 
Scientolog/ officials insist that its use by 
public schools poses no problems. Hubbard 
wrote it in 1980, they report, the year the 
U.S. Supreme Court ruled that public 
schools in Kentucky could not display the 
Ten Commandments in :he classroom. Like 
Scientology itself, says president Jentzsch, 
the book merely teaches "common sense.” 
However, the volume is published by 
Bridge Publications, the church’s own pub- 

principles, while members 
of the Church of Scien¬ 
tology must 

On the surface, there is 
little in the bcok that 
would trouble any educa¬ 
tor who believes ia cleanli¬ 

ness, honesty, integrity and tolerance. 
Among Hubbard’s 21 moral principles is 
this curiously relaxed restatement of the 
golden rule: "Try not to do things to others 
that you would not like them to do to you.” 

‘Way to 
Happiness': 
Hubbard's 
'secular' 
text 

76 NEWSWEEK ; JUNE U. 1993 
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But Hubbard’3 catechism is also studded EDUCATION 

[Martyrs for jVlulticulturalism 
Courses that students at UCLA might die for 

•svith jarricg arcioms. It declares, for eaam- 
pie, that "the way to happiness dees not 
include murdering your friends, your fam¬ 
ily or yourself being murdered.” 

More important, anyone familiar ?rith 
Scientology 7,-ill hnd that the text uses key 
words and concepts taken directly from 
Scientolog3/’3 religious lexicon. For in¬ 
stance, Scientology teaches that the funda¬ 
mental point of life is "suiwival,” and that 
only those who become the "cause" of their 
own actions can be truly happy. This is also 
a major theme of "The Way to Happi¬ 
ness.” More signiheant, Scientology teach¬ 
es that the truth is "what is true for you.” 
This relath-istic -r-iew is repeated with em¬ 
phasis in the book. On the other hand, the 
text is silent about most of Scientology's 
central tenets: for example, its belief chat 
people suner from evil deeds done in past 
lives that the church’s ministers can cor¬ 
rect through expensive counseling courses, 
and its adamant opposition to psychiatry. 

Front group? Critics of Scientology, in¬ 
cluding some former officials, argue that 
"The Way to Happiness" is primarily a 
recruiting tool for the church. According 
to Vicki Aznaran, who once served as in¬ 
spector general of the Religious Technolo¬ 
gy Center, the church’s highest ecclesiasti¬ 
cal organization. The Way to Happiness 
Foundation is "a front group to get people 
into Scientology” and the book is designed 
"to make Scientology palatable to the 
masses.” Another former church member, 
Gerald Armstrong, claims that Hubbard 

. wanted "rich Scientologists to buy huge 
quantities of this book for distribution. He 
wanted to go down in history as a scientist 
or a philosopher or both.” Both Aznaran, 
who runs a private detective agency in 
Dallas, and .Armstrong, who works for an 
anti-Scientologist attorney in San Fran¬ 
cisco, are currently locked in prolonged 
and bitter litigation virith the church over 
a variety of claims. 

Church officials strongly deny that 
"The Way to Happiness” is a lure to at¬ 
tract potential converts. Still, the church 
is anxious to broaden its appeal by pro¬ 
moting Hubbard’s various "technologies” 
for combating drugs, reforming criminals, 
teaching morality and learning how to 
study—and doing it through its sundry 
satellites: Narconon, Criminon, Applied 
Scholastics and ’The Way to Happiness 
Foundation. The church’s encyclopedic 
reference text, "What Is Scientology?”, 
claims that 23 corporate giants have used 
Hubbard’s study technology. Yet a check 
of three of them—Mobil Cil, General 
Motors and LancOme—brought denials 
of any corporate involvement vrith the 
church. But if the nation’s public schools 
are any measure, Hubbard’s tracts will 
continue'to turn up in the most surpris¬ 
ing places. ■ 

For 20 years, the University of Califor¬ 
nia, lis Angeles, has offered courses 
about Chicano culture and history. But 

last April, on the eve of the funeral of Cesar 
Chavez, the farm workers’ union leader, 
officials announced that they would not 
create a special department devoted to Chi¬ 
cano studies—instead they pledged to im¬ 

prove the existing program. Since then, the 
campus has reverted to 'SOs-style protests. 
Students—mostly Chicanos—took over a 
faculty center, then trashed it. City police 
arrested 99 demonstrators. And now, on 
the lawn outside the administration build¬ 
ing, nine demonstrators have taken a page 
from the Chavez manual, pledging to fast 
until a department is created—or they die. 

Is this a cause worth dying for? "We 
are risking our lives to save lives,” says 
hunger striker Jorge Mancillas, assistant 
professor of biology at UCLA’s medical 
school. More academic attention, 'he 
thinks. Trill eventually pay off in a more 
prosperous, stronger Chicano community. 
But UCLA does not have separate depart¬ 
ments for any special-interest group. 
Asians, blacks and women have all had to 

content themselves with interdisciplinary 
majors taught by professors from tradition¬ 
al academic departments. ’That arrange¬ 
ment is unsatisfactory, say the demonstra¬ 
tors, because faculty members have little 
time or encouragement to concentrate on 
ethnic studies. Tneir solution: fail academ¬ 
ic status for Chicano studies. "V.'e cannot 

continue to the ne.xt necessar.- step 
without departments,” says Luis 
Torres, an English-, and Chicano- 
studies professor at the University 
of Southern Colorado who also 
heads the National .Association of 
Chicano Studies. (.About 17 percent 
of UCLA’s 23,000 students are Chi¬ 
cano; many have no t joined the cam¬ 
pus demonstrations.) 

UCLA administrators insist that 
a field like Chicano studies—touch¬ 
ing on history, sociology, literature, 
feminism and other disciplines—is 
best left as an interdisciplinary pro¬ 
gram. 'That structure encourages 
the fiow of ideas among Cnicano- 
studies faculty and other specialists. 
Creating separate departments, 
says UCLA Provost Herbert Morris, 
encourages a "Balkanization" that 
the university wants to avoid. "We 
need the ethnic perspectives to per¬ 
vade all the departments,” says Mor¬ 
ris, who does agree that the Chicano 
program needed improvement. 

Chancellor Charles E. Young of¬ 
fered to take seversd important 
steps to bolster the Chicano-studies 
program. First, all ethnic- and gen¬ 
der-studies programs would be ex¬ 
empt from funding cuts for two 

years—a critical gesture because the UC 
system is strapped for cash. Second, new 
faculty would be appointed jointly to Chi¬ 
cano studies and an existing depart¬ 
ment—history, say, or languages. .Also, 
Young insists that this year’s decision 
need not be the final one. He suggests that 
the idea of a full-fiedged department can 
be re-examined in a few years. Seeking an 
end to the demonstrations last week, uni¬ 
versity officials offered even more fending 
and more faculty for the program. So far, 
the protesters have rejected his offers—as 
well as food. In a state where minorities 
now account for nearly half of the scudent 
body at • some public universities—and 
sometimes more—the bitter confiict at 
UCLA will not be the last. 

CoNxi* Lesli* aitii Axdeew Muii si UCLA 

T T' r ♦ 77 
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Q. Did you understand this person Baker 

or not to be a reporter from Village Voice? 

A. I don't know what capacity he was 

acting in when he called. I just don't know. 

Regarding The Village Voice, I had 

understood that at some time he had done a story 

which had appeared in The Village Voice and was 

somehow related to Scientology. So that's -- I 

don't know if what he was doing in the more recent 

past was for The Village Voice or something else 

because he -- it was like a relay of 

communications. I took a telephone call to the 

office and don't know beyond that, did not discuss 

any history with him or even his story. 

Q. Did this person speak to you about 

your experiences with the Church of Scientology? 

Q. Between March of 1993 and the present 

did you speak with anybody working for E-TV or 

Entertainment Television? 

A. Yes. 

Q. We can discuss that later, but was 

there a reason that you did not include that in 

the list of media that you have spoken with during 

the time period that I've been asking you about? 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 736 
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Q. 

magazine? 

Just didn't come to mind. 

Um-hum. And what about Newsweek 
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im 

A. Newsweek, you know, I thought of that 

and I wasn't sure if it was within the dates, but 

I think it is, so it's -- 

Q. All right. Well, because of these 

new recollections, I've got to ask you again. 

Thinking as hard as you can about 

this, have you omitted any person or persons or 

publication or media outlet, television or radio 

or otherwise, with whom you've had contact 

regarding the Church of Scientology between March 

of 1993 and the present other than those that you 

have mentioned to this moment? 

A. I may have, but there isn't anything 

that comes to mind. 

Q. Between March of 1993 and the 

present, have you spoken to any other individuals 

other than media representatives that you have 

already testified about regarding your experiences 

as a Scientologist? 

A. Broadly, yes. 

Q. And with whom did you have such 

conversations? 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 737 
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August 28, 1993 

Charles Fleming 
Newsweek 

11835 West Olympic Blvd., Suite 870 
Los Angeles, CA 90064 

Dear Mr. Fleming: 

I thought you might be interested in one of the Scientology 
organization's new lawsuits against me, LA Superior Court No. BC_ 
084642, filed July 8, 1993, amended complaint (enclosed herewith) 
filed August 10, 1993. We call this one Armstrong III. 

The fifth cause of action at page 10 is devoted to my giving 
an interview to Newsweek, for which the organization seeks 
$50,000 in damages. The seventh cause of action at page 13 again 
concerns the Newsweek "interview" and seeks an injunction 
prohibiting me from continuing my incorrigible First Amendment 
activities. 

The lawsuit itself is the organization's attempt to get 
around a stay in Armstrong II. LA Superior Court No. BC 052395. 
In that lawsuit Judge David Horowitz stayed all proceedings 
because the illegality of the underlying settlement agreement is 
an issue on appeal (No. B 060450, Second Appellate District, 
Division Pour). 

The organization also filed Armstrong IV July 23 in Marin 
County Superior Court, No. 157680, against me. The Gerald 
Armstrong Corporation, and Michael Walton, my friend and a 
lawyer, claiming my giving away of my assets (house, cash, stock, 
forgiving debts owed me, etc.) in August, 1990 was a "fraudulent 
conveyance" intended to render myself judgment-proof against all 
the damages Scientology says it's due from my free speech 
responses to its silly slanders. 

We presently have a hearing set for September 3 in LA 
Superior Court in Armstrong II on Scientology's order to show 
cause re contempt, one of its efforts to have me jailed for the 
liberties I take with that old First Amendment. And there's 
another hearing September 14, also in Armstrong II in LA, on 
another OSC re contempt stemming from my provision of a 
declaration in June to Lawrence Wollersheim in his defense of 
Scientology v. Wollersheim. Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC 
074315 (which is its own great literature). 

If you think Newsweek would have an interest in this saga, 
please feel free to call me or attorney Ford Greene any time. 
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August 28, 1993 
Page 2_/ 

Gerald Armstrong 

715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 - - 

“(415)456-8450 - ' 

Hub Law Office 

Ford Greene, Esquire 
711 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 
Fax 456-5318 
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Q. It's your testimony that Mr. Garcia 

did not ask you any questions which related to 

your experiences in the church? 

A. I believe that's the case. My 

recollection is that he knew who I was and knew 

considerable information about my history. 

Q. When you review your records before 

coming back tomorrow, would you see if you can 

refresh your recollection as to what document or 

documents you may have sent to Mr. Garcia? 

A. Sure. 

Q. Between March of 1993 and the 

present, have you had any conversations with 

Richard Bagar, a reporter for Time Magazine? 

A. I may have. 

Q. Is there any way that you could 

confirm one way or the other whether you did? 

A. I don't think that there's any — 

that there's any way. If I had a communication 

aw, let me see, I do recall having a conversation 

with him. It was again after the KFAX incident. 

And I had called him, I believe, 

because there was a hearing going on in Los 

Angeles, and he expressed an interest in, of all 

things, the KFAX matter. 
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Q. Did Mr. Bagar call you or you call 

him? 

A. I believe I called him. 

Q. What was the substance of your 

conversation with Mr. Bagar? 

A. I had called him for some reason, the 

exact reason I don't recall right now, but it very 

easily could — it could be around the time of the 

two new lawsuits in '93 that I — I have a 

recollection of telling him about the Armstrong 

III and Armstrong IV lawsuits. 

And that at the same time perhaps or 

in a related communication or around the same time 

we discussed the KFAX matter, and I think that I 

sent him copies of the correspondence. 

Q. The correspondence that you sent him 

was correspondence involving Miss Bartilson and 

the station? 

A. Right, and my letter, I believe, back 

to Ms. Bartilson. 

Q. Any other correspondence? 

A. I don't think so. 

Q. Did you send any other documents to 

Mr. Bagar between March of 1993 and today? 

A. I don't have a recollection of 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES (707) 226-2607 73 
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September, October of 1993? 

2 A. Correct. 

3 Q. Could it have been before August? 

4 A. It -- it could have been. 

5 Q. When did you first speak to Jennifer Cone? 

6 A. I think that it was in the same time 

7 period, perhaps August of -- July or August, 1993. 

8 Q. And you understood her to be a reporter for 

9 the Recorder? 

10 A. Right. 

11 Q. Where is the Recorder based? 

12 A. San Francisco. 

13 Q. And what was your -- what was the substance 

14 of your initial conversation with Miss Cone? 

15 A. I communicated -- I think that sometime in 

16 the past I have been in touch with someone at the 

17 Recorder, whose name I don't recall. That person had 

18 given me to a -- an editor, whose name I also don't 

19 recall. The editor then put me in touch with Jennifer 

20 Cone. 

21 Jennifer Cone and I spoke briefly, and she said. 

22 send me some documents. I then sent her some documents. 

23 I may have followed it up, but I think two things 

24 happened. They weren't interested and Jennifer Cone moved 

25 on to someplace unknown to me. 
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Q. Do you recall whether that initial -- 

A. So I had --my communication with Jennifer 

Cone was brief, and it was specific. My recollection is 

the existing litigation, which then included -- I think 

that this is the time period that we're in, the Armstrong 

III and IV litigation, so it was during the time -- just 

after, I believe. III and IV got filed and that my 

documents to her included documents from III and IV, 

probably from II, and maybe back into Armstrong I, but 

that it was in the time period in which III and IV were 

new and news. 

Q. Do you have copies of the letter and the 

accompanying documents which you have just testified 

about? 

A. I very easily may have the letter that went 

with the material to Miss Cone. 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. 

MR. GREENE: As to a radio FM tape, letter. 

Cone letters, we'll research and produce. 

MR. HERTZBERG: 

Q. Did you ultimately have any further 

discussions with anybody employed by the Recorder? 

A. There was a subsequent communication in 

which I learned that Jennifer Cone was gone. I think that 

that is the only thing of substance that I can recall of 

SUSAN LYON Sc ASSOCIATES 
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August 23, 1993 

Jennifer Cohen 
The Recorder 
625 Polk Street, Suite 500 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

PLAINTIFF’S 
exhibit 

(a ^ 
7o1^ 

Re: Scientology v. Gerald Ara«strona. 
Michael Walton & The Gerald 
Arastrong CorTx?ration. 
Marin Superior Court 
Case No. 157680 

Dear Ms. Cohen: 

As you requested, please find herewith the following 
documents relating to my litigation with the Scientology 
organization: 

Decision of Los Angeles Superior Court Judge Paul G. 
Breckenridge Jr. dated June 20, 1984 in the case of 
Scientology v. Armstrong. No. C 420153 (we call this 
case Armstrong I); 

July 29, 1991.opinion of the California Court of Appeal 
affirming the Breckenricige decision; 

3. Amended complaint in Scientology v. Armstrong. Los 
Angeles Superior Court No. BC 052395 (Armstrong II: 
which was originally filed February 4, 1992 in Marin 
Superior Court, case no. 152229 and transferred March 
20, 1992 to LA); 

4. My declaration of March 16, 1992 filed in Armstrong II: 

5. Amended answer to Armstrong II complaint, filed October 
8, 1992; 

6. Armstrong II cross-complaint^ filed October 8,- 1992; 

7. Scientology's ex parte application filed December 31, 
1992 for an order to'show cause in Armstrong tt. why'l 
should not be held in contempt; 

8. Appellant's opening brief in the appeal from the 
injunction issued May, 28, 1992 in Armstrong tt. by 
LASC Judge Ronald M. Sohigian; 

9. Armstrong III first amended complaint, LASC No. BC 
084642, filed August 10, 1993 (complaint filed'july 8 
1993); 

10. Armstrong IV complaint, filed July 23, 1993; 
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Jennifer Cohen 
August 23, 1993 
Page 2_/ 

11. My letter of August 15, 1993 to organization attorney 
Andrew H. Wilson. 

Please also see The American Lawyer of July/August, 1992. 

The Sohigian injunction is an exhibit to Scientology's 
application foran OSC re contempt (item 7 above), one of 
Scientology's attempts to have me jailed for daring to speak out 
against its antisocial practices. There is a hearing on that OSC 
on September 8 in LA, and a hearing on another OSC re contempt 
September 14, both in Armstrong II. 

Because the illegality of the December, 1986 settlement 
agreement, which is an exhibit to the Armstrong II amended 
complaint (item 3 above), is an issue in the appeal from the 
Sohigian injunction, LASC Judge David Horowitz stayed all 
proceedings in that case. Scientology's filing of Armstrong III 
and ^ is its effort to get around the stay. 

I think there's a worthy and timely story in all this, and I 
hope you or someone has the time and heart to negotiate the paper 
maze to get, to it. As you can imagJLne, the accompanying docvunent 
stack is but a bump from the mountain filed in the four cases. 

Please feel free to call me or attorney Ford Greene any 
time, and don't be afraid to ask.for more materials. 

Gerald Armstrong 
715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)456-8450 

Hub Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 
Fax 456-5318 
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KNTKKTArNMENT TV 
STARS ARD SPIRJTDAUTT 

TRANSCRIPT OF VIDEO (Portion with Gerald Armstrong) 
August 5, 1993 

[SHOT OF ARMSTRONG, looking at legal papers] 

GREG AGNEW: Gerald Armstrong says that leaving Scientology in 
1982 wasn't that easy for him. 

[SHOT OF PAGES OF MEMORANDUM OF INTENDED DECISION] 

GREG AGNEW: In litigation Armstrong testified that he wanted 
out, after working for Hubbard and discovering documents that 
showed the Church Founder lied about his background and 
achievements. As Armstrong explains in the lawsuit, when he 
left Scientology he found he needed to take that so-called proof 
as protection. 

[SHOT OF ARMSTRONG, looking at booklet that says "Two Faces"] 

GREG AGNEW: That got him sued by the Church, labelled an "enemy 
of Scientology", and allegedly made him a target of the fair 
game doctrine. 

[CLOSE-UP SHOT OF ARMSTRONG] 

GERALD ARMSTRONG: The actual fair game doctrine states that 
someone labelled an "enemy", may be tricked, cheated, lied to, 
stolen from, sued, or destroyed, by any means, by any 
Scientologist. 

[SHOT OF HEBER JENTZSCH] 

GREG AGNEW: Jentzsch says today there is no fair game doctrine. 

HEBER JENTZSCH: There was a policy years ago which was 
misunderstood. A person who leaves the justice system of 
Scientology can be fair game for this society. 

[SHOT OF LEGAL PAPERS] 

GREG AGNEW: In 1984 a California judge came down on Armstrong's 
side in his suit versus Scientology. Nine years later the two 
sides are still at legal odds. The Church is suing Armstrong, 
accusing him of breaching the original settlement agreement by 
speaking out against Scientology. 

[SHOT OF HEBER JENTZSCH] 
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HEBER JENTZSCH; This is a person who wants to make a big name 
for himself off of Scientology. 

[SHOT OF ARMSTRONG] 

GREG AGNEW: Armstrong denies the charge. He and his attorney 
contend the contract is illegal and the lawsuit, improper. 

[SHOT OF MANUSCRIPT entitled: OHE HWT.T. OF A STORY An Original 
Tr^tjient: Writtzen for Motion Picture Purposes Created cuod 
Written Ity Gerald Anstrong] 

GREG AGNEW; He eventually hopes to tell his story on the big 
screen. 
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1 Q. Did you tell Miss Nix that you had reached 

2 any conclusions about Mr. Hubbard as a consequence of your 

3 research for the biography? 

4 A. No. 

5 Q. Did you discuss anything else with Miss Nix 

6 about your involvement or activities' as a scientologist 

7 during your conversation with her yesterday other than 

8 what you have testified to already? 

9 A. No. 

10 Q. 'When was your contact with radio Word-FM, 

11 Pittsburgh? 

12 A. I believe it was in the late summer or 

13 early fall of 1993. 

14 ' Q. And do you remember the circumstances of 

15 your speaking or meeting with anybody from the radio 

16 station? 

17 A. Somebody called me from the station, and 

18 then I ended up doing a -- I believe a half hour on their 

19 radio in Pittsburgh. I think the show is called 

20 "Pittsburgh Talks." 

21 Q. Do you have a tape of that program? 

22 A. You know, I may have at one point, and it 

23 is -- I would be happy to make an effort to try and locate 

24 it. 

25 Q. I would appreciate it. 

SUSAN LYON & ASSOCIATES 
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A. Okay. 

2 Q. Do you recall what the subject was of your 

3 appearance on this radio program? 

4 A. I think it really had to do with religion. 

5 Q. Did you mention the Church of Scientology? 

6 A. Well, I don't think by that name, but the 

7 concept of Scientology certainly came up. 

8 Q. Did you refer to Scientology? 

9 A. I believe there was -- it concerned 

10 Scientology. 

11 Q. And it concerned your experiences as a 

12 scientologist? 

13 A. It very likely touched on it. 

14 Q. As best you recall, what did you say about 

15 your experiences as a scientologist on the radio program 

16 Word-FM Pittsburgh? 

17 A. I -- I presently have no distinguishable 

18 recollection of any specific point which was covered. 

19 Q. Did you receive any kind of monetary 

20 compensation or expense money for appearing on the radio 

21 program? 

22 A. No. 

23 Q. Did you go to Pittsburgh for the purposes 

24 of this radio program? 

25 A. No. 
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Q. That's all that he communicated to 

you, that Mr. Ingram had been by to talk to him, 

480 

he didn't say anything more about Mr. Ingram? 

A. I think that's basically it. 

Q. Did you say anything about Mr. 

Ingram? 

A. I don't know if it went beyond that. 

Q. You resisted the temptation to 

identify him as a nefarious church operative? 

MR. GREENE: Objection, assumes 

facts. 

THE WITNESS: I don't know. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Off the record. 

(Luncheon recess.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's go back on the 

record. 

Q. Mr. Armstrong, between March of 1993 

and the present, have you spoken with any 

reporters from the St. Petersberg Times? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And with whom from the St. Petersberg 

Times? 

A. My recollection is it's somebody by 

the name of Garcia. And I don't at this instant 

recall his first name. 
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1 Q. Would that be Wayne Garcia? 480/ 

2 A. Wayne Garcia, yes, it is. 

3 Q. And when did you first speak with Mr. 

4 Garcia? 

5 A. I think my first contact with him was 

6 perhaps around the time of the IRS ruling, so I 

7 think that's in the fall of '93. 

8 Q. And did you call Mr. Garcia or did he 

9 call you? 

10 A. I believe he called me. 

11 Q. Do you remember the gist of your 

12 conversation with him? 

13 A. He knew who I was, and I believe that 

14 he — my recollection is he was looking for a 

15 comment or wondering if I had any insight into the 

16 ruling of the IRS. And I don't believe that our 

17 conversation was very substantive as to my history 

18 or even what he was doing, mainly because I had 

19 not a great deal, if any, information about the 

20 IRS matter. 

21 Q. When you say ruling of the IRS, do 

22 you mean any determination by the Internal Revenue 

23 Service that certain Church of Scientology 

24 entities were entitled to exception under 5013 of 

25 the Internal Revenue Code? 
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A. 

it. 

4808 
Yes, I think that's how I would say 

Q. What else do you remember about that 

conversation? 

A. I have a recollection of him saying 

that somebody was checking the records in 

Washington, D.C., and I don't even know in what 

case or in what records were being checked. 

And I have a recollection of 

something to do with the Ponilis (phonetic) County 

or some local Florida government, and how that 

might be impacted by the IRS decision, but I don't 

know exactly what the context was or even what the 

issues were. 

Q. Do you recall any other aspect of 

this conversation that you had with Mr. Garcia? 

A. I believe he asked for a comment. 

And my vague recollection of my comment at the 

time, and the matter was still relatively new and 

surprising to me, but I recall communicating 

something about that now really the matter can be 

resolved in the marketplace of ideas, and that 

Scientology didn't have their fall back position 

of we're being victimized by the IRS or the United 

States government, and that it put them in a 
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position where they really could be dealt with in 

the marketplace of ideas, and that that was 

actually where it should be anyway, that the tax 

ruling was in the marketplace of ideas irrelevant. 

48n9 

Garcia? 

That's a comment that you made to Mr, 

Something about that. I just have a 

recollection. And that that is what had come to 

mind at the time, and I had communicated something 

about when he asked for a comment. 

Q. You indicated that you were surprised 

by the IRS ruling, your word surprised. 

A. Yeah, I think I was surprised. 

Q. And in what respect were you 

surprised? 

I think because of the history of the 

organization and the history of what I knew to be 

tax court or related decisions regarding the 

organization and the ones that I had seen and the 

ones that I recalled and what I knew of the 

history of the organization, one would not, I 

would think, come up with the conclusion that 

after all of this has happened and after these 

rulings, that there's going to be a decision by 

the tax court that was, or by the IRS, which was 
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October 11, 1993 

Letters Editor 
PREMIERE 

1990 South Bundy Drive, Suite 250 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 

By Fax: 310--820-319A 

Dear Editor: 

Word on the street is that the Scientology organization cut 
a deal with Premiere following John Richardson's September 
article: print our fearless leader's response and we won't sue 
you or anyone who contributed to the article. Rod Lurie of Los 
Angeles magazine, which did its own story this month on 
Scientologist Tom Cruise, tells me a Scientology lawyer tells him 
that the deal covers only Premiere: the contributors are hung out 
as fair game. 

Those of us on the street who reject Scientology's bullying 
would rather have heard that the organization had been told to 
stick it in its corporate ear, but we do understand why Premiere 
would agree to such a deal. It Judiciously eliminates the threat 
of litigation from this nation's most threateningly litigious 
entity, and it gets to print David Miscavige's response. Ke not 
only proves Richardson's point about the organization's pervasive 
meanspiritedness, but evinces Scientology's silliness. Miscavige 
uses many too many words, and even too many numbers, for a simple 
two-page response. 

But I shouldn't criticize Mr. Miscavige's style when his 
response was actually quite helpful to my cause. He admits to 
knowing that Richardson "had unparalleled access to top 
[Scientology] officials, conducting four days of interviews." 
Richardson tells me that the top officials the organization 
allowed him to interview are Mark Rathbun, Mike Rinder and Keber 
Jentzsch, and he tells me that these three, unsolicited, provided 
him with documents concerning me, which he has now provided to 
me. 

Although I was introduced to John Richardson before his 
article appeared, he did not interview me, and I contributed not 
one of its, according to Mr. Miscavige, 8700 words. 
Nevertheless, Just in case Richardson did consider interviewing 
me, Rathbun, Rinder and Jentzsch, in true Kubbardian spirit, gave 
him a couple of Juicy, what the organization calls "dead agent 
documents," to destroy my reputation beforehand. 

Richardson states in his article that "they even provided 
documentation of Scientology detectives secretly videotaping a 
sting operation against a hostile former church member. ’ 'I have 
no problem with that,' says [Mark] Rathbun, president of the 
church's Religious Technology Center." Judge Donald Londer in 
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the Multnomah Superior Court in Portland, Oregon, where the 
organization first "broke" the videotape operation in 1985, had 
no problem with it either, but for a different reason. Londer, 
who viewed the videotapes in their entirety, not just 
Scientology's edited bits, stated that they were illegally 
obtained, but allowed them into evidence because be found them 
"very, very damaging against Scientology." The Jury in thaj: 
case, polled after the trial, stated that the videotapes 
confirmed that, contrary to Scientology's claim that by renaming 
its infamous Guardian's Office in 1982 it had ended its dirty 
tricks against perceived enemies, its tricks were alive and 
kicking and Just as dirty in 1985. 

LAPD Chief Daryl Gates, on the other hand, had a huge 
problem with the videotape operation. Scientology's pet private 
investigator, Eugene M. Ingram, who, according to published 
reports, had been busted from the force for pimping and- taking 
payoffs from drug dealers, paid an active LAPD officer Philip 
Rodriguez to sign a phony authorization for the videotaping and 
wire taps. Rodriguez was suspended six months for his part in 
the operation, and Gates declared in a public statement: 

"The (Rodriguez) letter purports to authorize Ingram to 
engage in electronic eavesdropping. The letter, along 
with all purported authorization, is invalid and is NOT 
a correspondence from the Los Angeles Police 
Department. The Los Angeles Police Department has not 
cooperated with Eugene Ingram. It will be a cold day 
in hell when we do." 

In characteristic purported ignorance, Scientology's top 
officials continue to this day to call this illegal operation 
"police-sanctioned," and continue to use it to attack'me, even 
though its use still only demonstrates that "fair game," the 
organization's doctrine of opportunistic hatred, with its 
gargantuan bag of tricks and dirt, is still flailing about in 
1993. 

The other document Miscavige's minions provided Richardson 
was a two-page recitation of a dream I had in 1985. I gave a 
copy of it to a friend and fellow writer, Dan Sherman, whom the 
organization was using to get close to me to set me up, and who 
participated in the videotape operation. The organization used 
the dream in 1986 as an exhibit to a document filed under seal in 
the original case in which it sued me, labelling the dream "a 
sickening personal creative work" which demonstrated my 
"extremely aberrated activities." 

The dream was a dream, the recitation was true, and the 
language is starkly crude because that is what its literature 
called for. But Rathbun, Rinder and Jentzsch did not provide the 
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dream to Richardson for its literary value, but its value in 
destroying my character; for to the organization, if it suits its 
purposes, dreams are reality, and truth is whatever can be 
twisted therefrom. As to the organization's use of the dream in 
violation of a court order specifically sealing it, that is not 
even close to surprising. Scientology's leaders, pursuant to 
Hubbard's orders, abuse the legal process every day of every year 
and hold our courts in constant contempt. 

This organization has sued me four times, six times 
attempted to have me jailed on evidence it fabricated, and 
employed a pack of private investigators who harassed and 
assaulted me, threatened to put a bullet between my eyes, took a 
number of shots at framing me, filed perjured affidavits about 
me, ran into me with a car, and tried to Involve me in a freeway 
"accident." All for daring to speak honestly and openly about my 
own experiences in my own life. The organization this year has 
tried to have me jailed and has sued me, claiming $950,000 in 
damages, for nothing more than writing a letter to David 
Miscavige urging a peaceful resolution to Scientology’s 
conflicts. 

Miscavige says that it "is only the great ideas that 
generate controversy; it is only great thinkers who are the 
subject of sustained attacks." I have been attacked by his 
organization for almost twelve years. I don't think that's 
great, and I don't think my ideas merit all the attack. My 
message is simply this: honestly and openly repudiate fair game, 
or get out of the religion business. 

I am a man who says that Scientology, as it is practiced and 
directed by its leaders, is not a religion, and it should not use 
the extraordinary protection our Constitution confers on 
religions to mask its antisocial nature and acts. I am one of 
those critics John Richardson says the organization has targeted 
with its ugly smear attempts. Premiere has given David Miscavige 
two pages to promote his organization's religiosity and has thus 
escaped its litlgiosity. How about a half page or s^ for 
and I won't sue either. 

Gerald Armstrong 
San Anselmo, CA 

715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)456-8450 
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Days C/0 Hub Law Office 
711 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 
f^ 456-5318 

Editor - I am a writer, philosopher and artist. I presently work 
with San Anselmo attorney Ford Greene, who also represents me in 
my litigation with the Scientology organization. I can provide 
documentation of any of my claims in this letter if you ask. 
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May 19, 1994 

Charles Collier-Wright, Esquire 
Mirror Group Newspapers 
One Canada Square 
Canary Wharf 
London E14 SAP 
United Kingdom 

By Telecopier 011 44 71 293 3405 

Dear Mr. Coll, 

I am writ 
to you by Mike 
Special Affaii 
names, but eri 

i to a letter dated May 9, 1994 sent 
Scientology organization's Office of 
srald Armstrong Mr. Kinder accurately 
.bes, at page 2 of his letter. 

Please be 
Scientology, a 
warns you agai 
any violation 
appear as a witness in anv 
against your client or 
agreement. By a 1992 , 
County Superior Court, 
any entity the organiza\ 
by said injunction to "t 
properly put questions el 
other legal or arbitratioi 

f your company is sued by 
me as a witness, which Mr. Kinder 
clier't will not become a party to 

r^ . Nor would I, should I 
brought by Scientology 
violation of any legal 

Angeles 
:ted to assist 
I specifically 
i response to 
il, or in 

The "agreement," with 
and your client, was obtaim 
from my former attorney Mich. ^/ni 
organization's attacks on Mr. ulynn, 
condemned philosophy and practice of 
in the international media and legal arenas. 

itening you 
janlzation 
ae 
3 judicially 
re well known 

The organization has used the "agreement" to obstruct 
justice in dozens of litigations and to frighten its critics, 
opposing lawyers and its victims into silence. Yet I believe it 
will ultimately be instrumental in bringing the organization's 
leaders to justice. 

Mr. Kinder's charge that I posed naked in a newspaper is 
unrelated to the reliability of my information. As well as 
untrue. I have survived four Scientology lawsuits and more than 
55 days of testimony in depositions in a dozen cases and in three 
trials, and weathered over twelve years of Fair Game and Black PK 
for the very reason that my information is reliable. 
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Although my reliability could be viewed as demonstrated by 
Scientology's attack thereupon, I also suggest that, if you have 
questions regarding my history or credibility, you contact any or 
all of the following people: 

Jon Atack 
Avalon 
Cranston Road 
East Grinstead 
West Sussex RH19 3HG 
342-314-758 

Ford Greene, Esquire 
711 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)258-0360 
Fax (415)456-5318 

Graham E. Berry Esquire 
Lewis, D'Amato, Brisbois & Bisgaard 
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1200 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(213)680-5007 
Fax (213)250-7900 

Joseph A. Yanny, Esquire 
1925 Century Park East, Suite 1260 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 
(310)551-2966 
Fax (310)551-1949 

Toby L. Plevin, Esquire 
10700 Santa Monica Boulevard 

Suite 4—300 
Westwood, CA 90025 
(310)788-8660 
Fax (310)788-8661 

F.A.C.T.Net, Inc. 
(Fight Against Coercive Tactics, Inc.) 
601 16th Street, Suite C-217 
Golden, CO 80401 
(303)650-3650 
Fax (303)530-2950 
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Michael J. Flynn, Esquire 
6125 El Tordo 
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 
(619)756-5823 
Fax (619)756-1575 

Finally, if you have any questions of me, please feel free 
to call at any time. Same for your client's people. 

Yours sincerely 

Gerald Armstrong 
715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)456-8450 
Days (Hub Law) (415)258-0360 
Fax (Hub Law) (415)456-5318 

cc: Jon Atack 
Ford Greene, Esquire 
Graham E. Berry Esquire 
Joseph A. Yanny, Esquire 
Toby L. Plevin, Esquire 
F.A.C.T.Net, Inc. 
Michael J. Flynn, Esquire 
Andre Taboyoyan 
Robert Vaughn Young and Stacy Young 
Garry L. Scarff 
Hana Whitfield and Jerry Whitfield 
Richard Aznaran and Vicki Aznaran 
Lawrence Wollersheim 
Scott Mayer 
Mike Rinder 
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which he later mentioned upon receipt of my 

documents was a passing thought, wasn't what he 

was going to cover. 

Q. Leaving aside your editorial comments 

about the Breckenridge decision and the meaning 

that it has in your life and your recollection of 

what his main interest was, I'm asking you a 

specific question about a conversation which you 

have testified occurred within the last several 

weeks. 

Did the topic of your involvement 

with the church come up at all in either of your 

or any of your conversations with Mr. Cusick, yes 

or no? 

A. I would say yes. 

Q. And what is your best recollection of 

what was discussed in that vein? 

A. That I had been interviewed by Mike 

Wallace for the 60 Minutes show; that I didn't 

know where copies of it might be; that there had 

been, I understood, although I don't think I'd 

ever seen any of the documents relating to this, 

that there had been litigation involving CBS and 

Scientology. 

That, oh, yeah, he asked about there 
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being any conspiracy with Michea^ Flynn. I think 

4 £ 
he'd spoken to Moraynus, Allen Moraynus, the 

producer of the second 60 Minute show. Now, 

that's where the subject of Breckenridge did come 

up. Because I remember that in my case 

Scientology had, I believe — although I may not 

have said this to him — my recollection is now 

that they attempted to accuse Judge Breckenridge 

as a result of his communications with Allen 

Moraynus at the time, and those communications 

were minimal, or were answering some kind of 

general question without getting into the guts of 

the Armstrong I litigation, but that. 

And I had a recollection of 

Scientology making allegations of some conspiracy 

between, I think, Flynn and Moraynus or something 

like that. And that he had this information. And 

I think at most acknowledging that I had heard the 

same thing or knew of the same thing. 

Q. Do you recall any other aspect of 

this discussion regarding Judge Breckenridge? 

4820 

Q. What was your knowledge of the 

contact between 60 Minutes and Judge Breckenridge? 

A. Well, I saw a document about it at 
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June 29, 1994 48^1 

Rick Cusick 

20 Ridgehurst Road 
West Orange, NJ 07052 

Dear Mr. Cusick: 

Pursuant to our conversation of yesterday, please find 
herewith copies of the following materials: 

1. Fax letter dated 4/28/94 to me from Scientologist 
attorney Laurie Bartilson of in-house law firm Bowles & Moxon; 

2. Fax letter dated 5/3/93 from me to Ms. Bartilson in 
response; . . 

3. First amended complaint filed 8/10/93 in Scientology v. 
Armstrong, Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC 084642; 

4. Fax letter dated 8/25/93 from me to Craig Roberts, host 
of talk show "Lifeline" at radio station KFAX. 

I had agreed in March, 1993 to appear on , "Lifeline," a call- 
in talk show on KFAX, a Bay Area "Christian" station. When I 
arrived at the studio on April 28, Just minutes before the 
scheduled show, Craig Roberts handed me the fax of Ms. 

Bartilson's letter of that date, which he said the station had 
just received. He said that because of the threat contained in 
the letter, and the impossibility of clearing my appearance in 
time with the station's lawyers, he would not have me on the 
show. He said that this was the first time such a thing had ever 
happened in his career and the first time he had ever canceled an 
appearance because of a threat. 

Some weeks later I did a talk show on another religious 
station in Pittsburgh, PA, which turned out to be a sister 
station of KFAX. Someone at KFAX heard that I had done the 
Pittsburgh show and "Lifeline" producer Bob Carlson called me to 
apologize for being intimidated by Scientology and to reschedule 
my appearance on the show. 

Shortly after that the Scientology organization filed 
another lawsuit against me, which has become known as Armstrong 

which included a cause of action relating to my earlier 
intended appearance on "Lifeline" and my letter response to Ms. 
Bartilson. I advised Mr. Carlson of this fact and then faxed Mr. 
Roberts the relevant pages from the Armstrong III amended 
complaint. 
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I later spoke to Mr. Carlson, who said that the station's 
lawyers had decided that because of the threat of litigation from 
Scientology I should not be on the show. 

Now may I ask a favor from you? Will you please send me any 
back issue of Gauntlet. “ “ . _ - 

Please call if you have any questions. 

Yours 

Gerald Armstrong 
715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
(415)456-8450 

Es^ . 


